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Ulster: more drivel 


In our leading editorial last month we 
commented on the reaction of Mrs. That- 
cher to the Brighton bombing ard observed 
that her words must have given great com- 
fort and encouragement to the IRA, so wil- 
ingly did she subscribe to Irish Republican 
‘mythology by talking of Britain and North- 
em Ireland as if th2y were two separate 
countries and implying that ultimately res- 
ponsibility for North:.rn Ireland did not lie 
with the British Government. 

Mrs. 
up with a statement issued after her talks at 
Chequers with Irisi Prime Minister Garret 
Fitzgerald in which she said that in seeking 
a political structure tor Northern Ireland we 
had to find’ one that was “acceptable to 
oth communities.” 

If Mrs. 
“both communities”, meant the Protestant 
and Catholic communities as represented 
by bouncaries of religion, there are few 
who would argue with her — such a need in 
any nation or part thereof has aiways been 
obvious. 

But it is virtually certain that this was 
not the definition Mrs. Thatcher had in 
mird and that she was in fact speaking of 
those communities loyal to the United 
Kingdom and the Irish Republic respect- 
ively. In this case she was speaking arrant 


advertised. 


require such alteration to be made. 


Spearhead, — 
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Thatcher has since followed this .. 


Thatcher, when speaki:.g of- 
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crivel; there simply has never been any 
political structure ever devised which 
could accomodate within o.:e state groups 
of people owing loyaliy to two separate 
Nations and ai the same time be ‘accept- 
able’ to. those wo groups. A state must be 
either of one nationalizy or another; it can- 
not be both. | 

Just as long as the Prime Minister of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Nor- 
thern Ireland persists with tle idea that she 
can achieve the impossible in this reg: rd 
and so organise the affairs of a part of the 
United Kingdom as to make things accept- 
able to people who h.:ve no loyalty to the 
United Kingdom, the bombers of tle IRA 
are going te be encouraged to believe that 
they have the British Government rattled 
and on the run. 

Far better that the Prime Minister make 
an unequivocal statement to the world: 
Northern {reland is British. It will remain 
British. And these there who do not like it 
can get out! 


Kremlin stooge 


What an unbelievable political clown 
is Labour Party leader Neil Kinnock! Rec- 
ently back from Moscow where he had 


KINNOCK WITH CHERNENKO 


& 


talks with Soviet President Chernenko, 
Kinnock seems highly pleased with himself 
for having agreed a deal with the Russian 
leader under which Britain would be turned 
into a ‘nuclear-free zone’ (meaning that 
all nuclear installations would be disman- 


- them, 


tled from this country) in return for the 
Russians pledging themselves not to direct 
any of their missiles at us! | 

Only an imbecile of the first magnitude 
could imagine that there is any true ‘quid- 
pro-quo’: between . scrapping a weapon 
completely and merely agreeing to aim it 
in another direction. The second act can 
be easily reversed at a moment's notice 
whereas the first cannot. It is like one man 
saying to another: “I will point my gun 
away from you if you will throw yours into 
the river!” ? 

Elsewhere in this issue we have printed 
two articles both of which argue that Russia 
has no intention or interest in firing her 
missiles at Britain or Western Europe. This 
does not mean, however, that Soviet mil- 
itary power is not a formidable weapon in 
world politics as long as Russia's internat- 
ional rivals are weak and defenceless, And 
this is precisely the position we would be 
in if Kinnock had his way. 

We have also argued against the pres- 
ence of American Cruise missiles in this 
country as well as the purchase of Trident: 
but for one reason only: they are American 
and dependence upon them would result in 
this country ceasing to be sovereign. We 
need, like France, a totally independent 
nuclear capacity which, if not as large as 
those of Russia or the US, would be suffic- 
ient to inflict such destruction upon an 
aggressor — any aggressor — that no attack 
on Britain would be worth the risk. And 
here we are talking, not only about an 
attack by Russia, which is almost a non- 
starter, but an attack’ by anybody. 

As for making Britain a ‘nuclear-free 
zone’, we seem to recall that so was Japan 
— until August 1945! 


Not ‘Fascist’ 


Mrs. Thatcher, when delivering a 
Carlton Lecture last month, spoke of the 
thugs responsible for violence on the picket 
lines during the miners’ dispute and refer- 
red to them as the ‘Fascist Left’. This 
seems to have become very much an ‘in- 
phrase lately, being equally popular with 
former left-wing journalist turned Tory, 
Paul Johnson. In fact it is a gross abuse of 
the English language. 

The mobs who have been intimidating 
miners who want to report for work are not 
‘Fascists; they are Communists. Their 
political allegiance is to Moscow and to 
Lenin, not to any form of Fascism or Nat- 
ional Socialism, whether of the foreign or 
British variety. In fact if you were to ask 
any of them what their opinion is of ‘Fas- 
cism’ their answer would probably be un- 
printable. 

There will no doubt be those who would 
argue in reply to this that Communists and 
Fascists, whether their ideologies or loyal- 
ties are different, are similar in so far as 
they both employ violence and intimidat- 
ion to accomplish their political ends. To 
this we might answer that that may be true 
of some Fascists but not necessarily all of 
w'.ereas violence and intimidation 
are certainly textbook tactics for all Com- 
munists. Considering this, and considering 


also the clear political orientation of the 
present bully boy brigade in Britain, would 
it not be much more honest if the likes of 
politicians such as Mrs, Thatcher and jour- 
nalists such as Mr. Johnson were to give 
them their proper label instead of exploit- 
ing the odium they have brought upon 
themselves to discredit a political move- 
ment and creed which would utterly dis- 
own them and everything they stand for. 
indeed ‘Fascist Left’ is a contradiction in 
terms. 


After the black vote? 


The Government is presently playing 
with a bill the aim of which would be to 
make ‘racial discrimination’ a disciplinary 
offence among Britain’s police forces. It 
matters not that the proposition is opposed 
by the vast majority of policemen; it is 
still likely to go ahead. 2 

In fact such a rule in the police codeis 
totally unnecessary. That code as it is 
makes more than adequate provision for 
disciplinary sanctions to be. imposed upon 
police officers who abuse their powers, and 
that includes such things as wrongful arrest 
or unwarranted harrassment of suspects. 

One therefore wonders what indeed is 
the purpose of such a bill, if notisimply to 
serve as just another political gimmick 
whereby the Tories hope to ingratiate 
themselves yet further with the coloured 
voters by being able to point to a long list 
of measures they have introduced to com- 
bat ‘racism’. | | 

As for the poor, long-suffering British 
policeman, who already has his hands more 
than full dealing with rioting and lawless- 
ness of all kinds, he will, if the bill goes 
through, have his hands yet further tied in 
the way of enforcing the law. When Blacks 
run amok in riot, he will hesitate to arrest 
them for fear of being carpeted for ‘race 
discrimination’. In addition a vast amount 
of police time will be wasted with more 
enquiries, more form-filling and the like. 
The bill is a wholly bad bill and ought to 
be thrown into the dustbin forthwith. 


Coming here? 


The Government seems at the mornent 
to be behaving extremely coyly over the 
question of how many Hoag Kong Chinese 


are liable to be ‘coming to Britain 43-4. 


result of the recent agreement with Red 
China over the transfer of sovereignty from 
the colony in 1997. However the signs are 
not reassuring. 
Straightaway 20,000 will have- auto- 
matic right to settle here. Then there are 
an additional 3 million Hong Kong resid- 
ents over which the Government will exer- 
cise its ‘discretion’. If past precedents are 
anything to go by, this ‘discretion’ will 
almost certainly be applied extremely 
generously. According to one senior Hong 
Kong official, Dr. Patrick Hase, it is 
likely that at least a quarter of a million 
of this 3 million will apply to come! 
In addition to the Hong Kong Chinese, 
it is also likely that Britain will face a 


special atrention, 


AC 


TE 
‘TERROR’ 


A YOUNG black woman has told The 
Leader of her terror at fears about 
growing racial hatred in Bromley. 


What it’s 
like to be 
black in 
Bromley 


THE SCARY HEADLINE 
The facts were very different 


huge demand by Sikhs to settle here asa 
result of the feeling of insecurity that peo- 
ple now has in India following recent dis- 
turbances there.. 

Altogether not a happy prospect. 


Typical press distortion 


We yeprodace here a front-page head- 


line from 2 freely issued local paper which 


typifies the dishonest way in which the 


mass mediz deal with the issue of cuioured 
immigration and those who oppose it. The 
headline screams “Race hate ‘ter.or ” and 
as such immediately conveys the impress- 
ion that in thé cause of ‘racism’ some 
horrific act his taken place. This impres- 
sion is heightened by a reading of the first 
paragraph of the item, which is in bold 
type and which states thata “young black 
woman” is the one who is terrified. 

In the ensuing report it is stated that 
the local branch of the British National 
Party, .in this case the Bromley (Kent) 
Branch, lias been very active in selling its 
literature on doorsteps in the area, includ- 
ing British Nationalist, Spearhead and the 
locally produced BNP magazine Counter 
Attack. Counter Attack is singled « out for 
the p paner stating thar it 
has heen the subject of investigations by 
the. local police. 

Tt all sounds very horrifying until we 
read on to see what actuaily has caused the 
‘terror’ to the black woman in question. 
Actuaiiy it is Nd more than a few pieces vi 
racial graffiti that have appeared on walls in 
the neighbourhood. Our Spearhead reporter 
checked with Bromley BNP and found that 


the graffiti did not bear the BNP name and 


was not in fact done by any BNP members, 
but this of course was not stated in the 
newspaper report. And indeed if the lady 
in question was really ‘terrified’ by a bit 
of graffiti appearing on walls she must be a 
very easily frightened person indeed! 

In the end the report was not able to 
provide any evidence of any actions by 
‘racists’, either BNP or otherwise, which 


could give reasonable grounds for ‘terror’. 


EE Te 9 


[he whole report was a cheap piece of 
sensationalism aimed at leaving an un- 
pleasant taste in the public’s mouth when- 
ever and wherever the word ‘race’ is men- 
tioned. 

As to references to police ‘investigat- 
ions’, these are of course intended to con- 
vey some sinister impression of ‘criminal- 
ity’. In fact the police as a formality 
always carry out routine enquiries when- 
ever they receive official complaints about 
any publication from any member of the 
public. In every area there are people 
with their own political axes to grind who 
as regularly as clockwork register their own 
official complaints whenever a piece of 
Nationalist literature appears. It matters 
not too much to them whether there is 
anything in the literature giving grounds | 
for prosecution; the important thing is to 
register. and record the fact that a comp - 
laint about it. has been made, so that then 
the press can put in its own little piece of 
public intimidation by saying that the pol- 
ice are ‘investigating’ the material. 

We happen to know. BNP Bromley Org- 
aniser Alf Waite and his mainly young 
team of activists very well. They are all 
presentable, pleasant and courteous people 
who have been trained to conduct their 
door-to-door literature sales with restraint 
and politeness towards everyone, including 
members of racial minority groups. Some- 
times they encounter such people in. ive 
course of their sales and are at pains to 
explain to them that they seek no conflict 
with other races but only favour a policy 
of repatriation of the immigrants in their 
interests as much as those of the indigenous 
population. A number of immigrants have 
agreed with this policy and bought copies 
of the party's publications. 

Such a picture, however, just is not 
acceptable to the mass media, who have 
to spice their reports of BNP activities by 
allegations that they are conducted in an 
atmosphere of ‘terror’. It is just another 
example of the big lie machine in operat- 
ion. It is good that we study it and. learn 
how to identify its dirty little tricks.’ 
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BLINKERED EYES LOOKING 
WESTWARD 


JOHN TYNDALL examines the muddled thinking underlying the 
outlook of Britain's ‘Atlanticists’ | 


EVERYONE EXPECTS an election in a 
major foreign country to receive fairly 
extensive coverage by the mass media. Such 
an election is, after all, an important item of 
international news and it is entirely appro- 
priate that newspapers and broadcasting 
networks, unless they are of the purely parish 
pump variety, should follow it closely. 

But this rule cannot remotely justify the 
positively indecent preoccupation with the 
recent American presidential election shown 
by the media in Britain — a preoccupation 
that at times amounted almost to an obses- 
sion, in no way commensurate with the 
degree of interest in the affair actually felt 
by the British newspaper-reading and TV- 
viewing public. 

In the hours leading up to the announce- 
ment of the election result, both the main 
TV channels devoted almost the whole of 
those hours to a minute-by-minute com- 
mentary on developments over the Atlantic, 
with the usual cavalcade of opinion-poll 
watchers, pundits, analysts and specialists 
weighing in with their fourpennyworth, and 
all building up to a massive climax as con- 
firmation of .the expected Reagan victory 
was broadcast. We could have been forgiven 
for thinking that we were in the midst of a 
general election in our own country, for in 
such an event the mobilisation of all 
resources of publicity could scarcely have 
been greater. This followed the pattern of 
media attention on the US poll that had 
continued for many days before, perhaps the 
most blatant example of disproportion being 
the front-page headlines in one edition of 
London’s Evening Standard informing the 
citizens of the Metropolis — as if they had 
been holding their breath for the news all 
day — that Mr. Reagan was so many points 
ahead of his rival in the US opinion polls 
that he might be headed for the biggest land- 
slide victory in American history. On another 
occasion similar front-page headlines in 
British papers were achieved by the news 
that Mr. Reagan had, in the estimation of 
most American TV viewers, got the better of 
Mr. Mondale in one of the television debates 
that have become standard practice in presi- 
dential contests. 


UNBALANCED 


This totally unbalanced attention given 
.to what, when all is said and done, was a 
domestic event taking place in a country 
overseas, was as good a revelation as we 
could wish for of the workings of the British 
establishment mind — by which I mean that 
mind that is representative of the most 
powerful and influential consensus among 
politicians and opinion-formers in this 
country, and the chief institutions of which 
are the Tory Party and the Tory Press. 
In this mind the world is neatly divided 
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PRESIDENT REAGAN 
Need his election have dominated the news media in Britain? 


into two contesting spheres: on the one 


_ hand Russia and the Soviet Bloc, representing 
tyranny and oppression — the undoubted. 


‘bad guy’ of the story; on the other hand the 
‘democracies’, representing sweetness and 
light. The Soviet “bad guy’ wants to conquer 
and take over the ‘democracies’ and deprive 
them of their beloved ‘freedoms’. The 
‘democracies’, if they are to preserve those 
‘freedoms’, must coalesce together under the 
leadership of their largest and strongest 
representative and in the name of some 
nebulous entity called “The West’. Thus does 
the leader of America become the leader of 
‘The West’ and hénce our leader as much as 
the leader of those who elect him. In this 
way the establishment justifies the elevation 
of an American presidential election into an 
event of paramount importance to the British 
people as much as to. the American people, 
thus vindicating a media coverage of that 
event in this country which to the ordinary 
rational person would seem ridiculous. 

The time is long overdue for this gigantic 
piece of mythology to be exploded. 

I emphatically reject the proposition 
that America’s leader is our leader, just as I 


reject the whole idiotic Hollywood-like: 


picture of the international scene that is 
presented in support of that idea. It is a 
picture that bears about as much relation to 
the realities of contemporary world politics 


as the movies of John Wayne (or for that. 


matter Ronald Reagan) have to the realities 
of life in the American West of a century 


ago. In this rejection I harbour none of the 
anti-American chip on the shoulder that is 
common to the British left — a chip on the 
shoulder that I find no less odious than the 
fawning pro-Americanism of Tory Fleet 
Street columnists like Peregrine Worsthorne 
and broadcasters such as Alastair Burnett. I 
have travelled in America and find an 
enormous amount to like and admire about 
that country. I have probably more good 
and valued friends in America than in any 
other place abroad. I have an especially 
strong sense of kinship with those many tens 
of millions of Americans of British descent 
and I regard the so-called ‘War of Indepen- 
dence’ that set the American and British 
peoples along two separate paths as one of 
the major tragedies of history. 

In a world in which both America and 
Britain were differently and more happily 
constituted than they are today there would 
be many good reasons for our two countries 
to enjoy an especially close relationship. 
None of these good reasons, however, forms 
any part of the rationale put forward by our 
contemporary establishment to justify its 
own concept of Anglo-American collabor- 
ation. In fact Britain and America collaborate 
today to defend what is worst rather than 
what is best in both countries, moreover to 
defend it against an enemy that is not the 
true enemy, and in a relationship that is at 
the same time burdensome to America and 
degrading to Britain. 


Contd. on next page - 


When I speak of the Soviet Bloc not 
being the true enemy it is not to suggest for 
one moment that that Bloc should be 
regarded as a friend. What I mean is that it is 
not an enemy in the sense in which one 
would regard a power intent upon, and 
capable of, attacking and conquering one’s 
country by force of arms. In previous articles 
in this magazine I have exposed as non- 
sensical and fraudulent the whole concept of 
a threatened Soviet military attack on the 
West. The simple logistics of an invasion of 
Western Europe by Russia and her satellites, 
together with the added logistics of a Soviet 
policing of this huge area after its conquest, 
render that concept idiotic after no more 
than five minutes’ intelligent thought. Does 
the Kremlin, which at the moment is finding 
it no easy matter to keep Poland and 
Afghanistan in subjection, really want to 
take on the burden of permanently occupying 
West Germany,: France, Britain, Italy, the 
Iberian Peninsula, the Low Countries, Scan- 
dinavia, Austria and Switzerland — just sup- 
posing that by a process which defied all 
known laws of -military gravity its armies 
were able to overrun this half-continent in 
the first place? 


IS EUROPE POWERLESS? 


And just assuming that the men in the 
Kremlin, who throughout most of recent 
history have shown themselves to be greater 
realists than our own rulers, were in one 
fleeting moment to have their realism desert 
them — perhaps after one of their legendary 
drinking orgies — and to think that they 
could actually get away with, as well as 
benefit from, an invasion across the Elbe, are 
we really to believe that it is beyond the 
capacity of the Western European nations, 
which slightly exceed the Soviets in popu- 
lation and far exceed them in industrial 
capacity, to withstand such an invasion by 
' their own efforts and without the backing of 
America? Such an idea runs in defiance of all 


history, both recent and not so recent, and is 
an insult to the magnificent fighting traditions 
of the nations concerned — fighting traditions 
which again and again in the European story 
have made them more than a match for the 
Russians even when, as in some cases, they 
were fighting those Russians virtually alone. 

_ Indeed on the one occasion in history in 
which Russian armies became anything of a 
formidable force — which was ftom about 
1943 through to 1945 — they only did so by 
reason of massive economic backing from 
America, helped by Britain, which countries 
sent them tanks, trucks, jeeps, aircraft and a 
whole host of other implements of war which 
they were wholly incapable of producing in 
adequate quantity themselves. 

And yet in the face of a Soviet military 
build-up which today, as in the past, depends 
on the economic assistance of America we 


are asked to believe that the leading bulwark © 


of Western defence, and the bulwark without 
which that defence would collapse, is — 
America! Could any picture of world politics 
be more deeply rooted in fantasy? Those 
who would take such a picture seriously 
deserve to be consigned to the ranks of 
people who believe in Santa Claus, the flat- 
earth theory and the Loch Ness Monster. 

Yet this crackpot concept of the present 
balance of world power forms the basis on 
which both the foreign policy and defence 
policy of Britain have been formulated for 
the past 4 decades! 

No less crackpot is the idea which goes 
hand-in-hand with this infantile thinking: 
the idea that nations embark on wars of 
conquest for the advancement of ‘ideologies’ 
and that other nations put up resistance 
against them for the purpose of the defence 
of opposite ‘ideologies’. In the modern 
world, if not always in the ancient world, 
this is pure fiction. Armies, fleets and air 
forces are put on the move when interests 
stand to be advanced or have to be defended. 
Of course popular psychology demands that 
these interests be dressed in the clothes of 
noble principles, such as ‘democracy’, ‘free- 


RY 


CRUISE MISSILE SILOS IN BRITAIN 
Not needed here 


dom’, ‘socialism’ and similar sounding verbal 


abstractions; there is no harm in that as long 
as those pulling the levers of political power 
are never deluded by their own words. Most _ 
certainly the rulers of the Kremlin would 
never be thus deluded, and would.no more 
think of embarking on a world war for the 
purpose of spreading ‘socialism’ or ‘com- 
munism’ than they would of immolating © 
themselves in Red Square in protest against 
the plight of the hungry in Ethiopia or 
Bangla Desh. Certainly they do give assistance 
to communist and other left-wing movements 
all around the world but not for one moment 
is that for any idealistic purpose of enabling 
the people in the countries concerned to 
enjoy the utopian benefits of the communist 
system; it is solely for the purpose of 
advancing Soviet power, by instilling cadres 
of people in countries abroad who will work 
to promote Soviet interests, often by no 
more complex method than spreading 
anarchy, confusion, decadence, demoralis- 
ation and division in the countries concerned, 
thus weakening them as rivals to the Soviets 
in world affairs. 

In this way we may see that ‘the enemy’ 
against which we really have to guard our- 
selves, in the sense that it constitutes the 
main threat to our national security and 
survival, is not Soviet military power directed 
at us from without but subversion directed 
at us from within — of which subversion 
directed by Moscow forms part but by no 
means the only part, indeed quite probably 
not even the main part. 


WHAT ARE WE DEFENDING? 


Having looked at the question of what 
the ‘Western Alliance’, under the leadership 
of America, is supposed to be defending 
itself against, let us now come to the question 
of what things it is supposed to defend. 
Again we encounter an intellectual fog, sign- 
posted by what on serious examination turn 
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BLINKERED EYES 


LOOKING WESTWARD 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


out to be nothing more than pure slogans. 
‘Freedom’ and ‘democracy’ are the main 
themes which are subject to endless repetition 
in this regard. Just what do they mean? Well, 
freedom may indeed be a good or a bad 
thing, depending on what one is free to do, 
but to speak of it as an all-embracing and 
self-evident good is only to debase the word. 
Would we send millions of our sons to war 


to fight for the freedom of women to have 


abortions? Or of young people to take drugs? 
Of terrorists to practise their terrorism while 
protected from the law by constitutional 
‘rights’? Of the promotors of subversion and 
anarchy to brainwash our children in schools? 
Of pederasts and paedophiles to propagate 
and recruit? Or for that matter of bankers to 
make huge fortunes by ‘lending’ money they 
have created by mere book entry out of 
nothing? These are in fact freedoms sacred 
to the modern-day ‘liberal’, and they form 
an essential part of the ideological panoply 
in the cause of which ‘The West’ is supposed 
to be defended. 

‘Democracy’ is generally regarded as the 
system under which these freedoms sacred 
to the liberal are maintained. In fact what 
masquerades under the name of ‘democracy’ 
in Britain, America and most ‘Western’ 
nations today is nothing more than a racket. 
The kind of freedoms valuable to the ordinary 
man and woman in whose honour the 
system is supposed to be dedicated occupy, 
in the mind of the ‘democrat’ and ‘liberal’, a 
comparatively low priority: freedom to 
work without the ever looming threat of 
redundancy in the international trading rat 
race; freedom to walk the streets of one’s 
locality in day or at night without fear of 
attack; freedom, if in business, to choose 
whom one will hire or fire; freedom at 
leisure time to mix with one’s own preferred 
friends and kind; freedom from the slavery 
of financial debt; these are the freedoms 
which make life better for all of us and 
which are worth having for their own sake. 

What the ‘liberal’ and ‘democrat’ are 
mainly interested in, on the other hand, is 
political freedom, i.e. a freedom which, 
when available, is only used by a very tiny 


proportion of the population, the vast 


majority of whom have not the slightest 
desire to take an active part in politics. But 
even this ‘freedom’, when put to the test, is 
found to be largely illusory. As an example, 
the freedom of the individual to express his 
opinion on a political matter is utterly 
meaningless and useless unless that individual 
has in addition the facility to communicate 
his opinion to a large audience — large 
enough, in effect, to influence the course of 
political events, which in modern Western 
societies means very large indeed and which 
audience cannot possibly be reached without 
access to mass circulation newspapers and 
broadcasting. 

Yet when we speak of countries like 
Britain and America standing together in 
defence of ‘freedom it is precisely this phoney 
type of ‘freedom’ that is envisaged — together 
with the many wholly undesirable freedoms 
that have been mentioned earlier and which 
contribute only to the erosion of all social 
order and the eventual self-destruction of 
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nations. This is what I mean when I say that 


Britain and America collaborate to defend 
what is worst rather than what is best in 
both countries. They collaborate, in short, 
to defend the liberal-democratic racket of a 
political system and the various interests 
that are the chief beneficiaries of that racket. 
They collaborate to defend all the sick, 
decadent and diseased spiritual and cultural 
products that are spawned by, or thrive 
under, the racket. They collaborate to defend 
the racketeers who constitute the new mafia 


' of political and economic power and corrup- 


tion. Far from collaborating to ‘defend the 
West’, in fact they collaborate to defend 
everything that contributes to what Spengler 
called the Decline of the West. 

It is for these reasons that I have long 
believed that the so-called ‘Western Alliance’, 
of which the ‘Anglo-American Alliance’ is 
perhaps the main lynch-pin, is not worth the 
paper its articles are written on, being an 
alliance for the defence of all that is least 
worth defending and against an enemy that 
is merely the cardboard creation of its own 


propagandists, sustained by its own 
bank-loans. | 
COMMON RACE 


The one vital thing worth defending, 
and in the defence of which both Britain and 
America have a common interest, is the one 
thing which today the rulers of both nations 
seem most intent to destroy. Both Britain 
and America are major bastions of the White, 
Northern European (and mainly Anglo- 
Saxon-Celtic) Race. That which binds them 
together in partnership, and which links 


‘them together with other lands of similar 


genetic heritage, is the great imperative of 
what remains of this century and all of the 
next: the preservation, strengthening and 
expansion of this unique and priceless race. 
To the extent that Britain and America are 
linked by certain common cultural ties, 
these cultural ties are merely the product of, 
and could not exist without, the race from 
which they grew. Therefore to talk of such 
cultural ties, as sometimes do our liberals, 
democrats and Atlantic Unionists, without 
addressing ourselves to the primary and 
priority task of preserving their genetic basis, 
is to talk meaningless nonsense and indeed 
only to deceive. 

It should not require more than a few 
seconds’ consideration to recognise that the 
threat to the racial survival of the white 
nations is primarily an internal political 
threat, and as such needs to be countered 
primarily by internal political weapons. This 


fact straightaway renders the entire ‘Western’ 


military alliance a virtually redundant insti- 
tution which has about as much relevance to 
modern power struggles as the Maginot Line 
had in warfare conducted by blitzkrieg. It 
renders wholly unnecessary the American 
military presence in Europe, which should not 
be required even if there were a threat of 


- Soviet attack and certainly is not required 


when there is no such threat of a Soviet attack. 

It is on this basis that we should wholly 
repudiate the presently subservient position 
into which our rulers have placed us in 


‘relation to the United States — a position 


which, quite apart from considerations of 
British national pride and honour, has no 
rational justification in terms of real need. 


I have earlier condemned the anti- 
American bigotry of sections of the political 
left in Britain, but it just could be that one 
of the elements making for anti-American 
feeling in this country — which feeling the 
left has unscrupulously exploited — is an 
instinctive sense of the phoneyness of the 
whole Tory concept of an American-led 


crusade to save the world for ‘democracy’ 


and from communism. 


NEED FOR BRITISH STRENGTH 


I believe that Britain can and should 
enjoy a good relationship with America, 
principally because of the British racial 
origins and character of so large a part of the 
American population, but that presupposes a 
dedication on the part of the ruling powers 
in both Britain and America to the cause of 
the common race that played the major role 
in the building of both countries. For the 
moment America is ruled by forces which in 
no way can we regard as allies or friends of 
Britain and its interests, and this makes an 
absurdity of the idea of a common cause 
between the two nations in world affairs. 


` Britain’s survival in the foreseeable future 


rests on our ability to recover and reassert 
British strength and power, firstly through a 
national renaissance within the United 
Kingdom itself and secondly by a rallying 
together of the British racial elements in the 
Old Commonwealth. As a powerful force 
internally and on a world scale, we have a 
much better chance of influencing America 
— or at least the best and healthiest elements 
in the American population, which must 
again come to the fore and gain control if 
there is to be any profit in an Anglo-American 
partnership. For the moment the idea that . 
we have any influence on America is a 
pathetic illusion, a creature of the cloud- 
cuckoo Tory mind which cannot distinguish 
between the polite platitudes of diplomats 
and the harsh truths of policy. 


YOUNG NATIONALIST 


Read Young Nationalist, the paper for 
Nationalist youth. Send 20p for sample 
copy to: P.O. Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


British ; 
Nationalist 


You can obtain single copies of British 
Nationalist by paying a subscription of £3.40 
for 12 issues (for subscribers in the British ' 
Isles). For subscribers overseas the rate is 
£4.00 for 12 issues (surface mail). : 

If you wish to obtain British Nationalist 
in bulk for redistribution, the rates are: — 


10 copies £1.20 + 34p post 
25 copies £2.70 + 98p post 
50 copies £4.80 + £1.72 post 
100 copies £8.40 + £2.10 post 
150 copies £12.00 + £2.30 post 
200 copies £15.00 + £2.50 post 
300 copies £21.00 + £2.65 post 
400 copies £26.40 + £2.95 post 
500 copies £32.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £62.00 ) by roadline 


All cheques or postal orders should be 
made out to British Nationalist, PO Box 446, 
. London SE23.,2LS. Please keep orders and 
enquiries for British Nationalist totally 
separate from other correspondence in order 
to avoid delay and confusion. 


INTERNACIA LINGVO 


RONALD RICKCORD suggests that Esperanto is a tool of 


internationalism 


SOME YEARS AGO | decided to teach 
myself Esperanto -- not because | had 
suddenly acquired any _internationalist 
leanings, but because | felt that the ability 
to communicate understandably with 
foreign engineers and technicians would 
be of great help to me as a practising 


technical author. At that time my work: 
was being translated into five European : 


languages, and I was experiencing immense 
difficulties finding satisfactory technical 
translators. 

It was, and still is, my opinion that 
scientists, engineers, technologists and 


technicians of all nationalities should be ` 


taught an easily-learned international 
second language to enable them to com- 
'municate their ideas to one another 
without having to rely on the frequently 
incomprehensible, misleading, inaccurate 
and sometimes comical translations pro- 
duced, more often than not, by non- 
technical linguists. 

Esperanto seemed to fit all my 
requirements. Its spelling and pronunci- 
ation are absolutely phonetic; its grammar 
and syntax. consist of but 16 easily 
memorised rules and contain no irregular- 
ities; and its vocabulary, though containing 
far fewer words than vernacular languages, 
is quite adequate for imparting technical 
information. So | bought myself a copy 
of Teach Yourself Esperanto and carefully 
began studying it. 

Now I was well aware that Esperanto’s 
inventor, Dr. Lazarus Ludwig Zamenhof, 
was a Polish Jew, but being a reasonable 
and relatively unprejudiced person, | 
didn't let that small fact unduly worry 
me — after all, | do quite enjoy the music 
of the Jew Mendelssohn. However, | 
hadn't progressed very far with my studies, 
and was just tackling the chapter dealing 
‘with letter writing when | came across an 
example of how to write a letter in 
Esperanto which gave me food for thought. 
it went as follows: 


“Sinjoro! Mi estis operaciita de irlanda 
hirurgo, kies helpanto estis Hinda kuracisto: 
La malsanejestro estis Judo. Inter miaj 
flegistinoj estis fraulinoj el Trinidad, Afriko 
kaj Nederlando. Post tiu sperto, miaj rasaj 
antaujugoj estas tuj detruitaj. Fidele via, 
E.P.K. (Derby).” 


which, translated, reads: 
“Sir, | was operated on by an Irish surgeon, 
whose assistant was an Indian doctor. The 
_head of the hospital was a Jew. Among the 
nurses were young ladies from Trinidad, 
Africa and Holland. After that experience 
my racial prejudices are immediately demo- 
lished. Yours faithfully, E.P.K. (Derby).” 
This priceless gem immediately set 
my alarm bells ringing. It is hard to believe 
that such a passage could appear in the 
‘Teach Yourself books. Or is it? | resolved 
to examine Esperanto more deeply and 
discover for myself whether the language 
was, as | suspected, a cleverly contrived 


INVENTOR OF ESPERANTO 
Dr. Lazarus Zamenhof 


means of internationalist 
propaganda. 

The first pointer came when I noticed 
in booklists issued by the British Esperanto 
Association the large number of books 
and leaflets written by internationalists, 
communists, left-wingers of various com- 
plexions, and Jews. By contrast, not one 
book by any author holding nationalist 
views was listed. My suspicions were 
rapidly being confirmed. 


raion a 


INTERNATIONAL 
DICTATORSHIP THE AIM 


Sometime later | obtained a copy of. 


a booklet entitled Manifesto de la Sen- 
naciistoj (The Non-nationalists’ Manifesto) 
produced by an organisation calling itself 
Sennacieca Asocio Tutmonda (Worldwide 
Association of Non-nationalism). Among 
other things, the Manifesto advocates the 
demolition of nation states, national 
independence and sovereignty; inter- 
national control and utilisation of 
materials > and energy resources; inter- 
nationally standardised units of measure- 
ment and calculation; and universal use of 
Esperanto. From this it seemed quite 
clear to me that what the Esperantists 
really want is nothing less than inter- 
national dictatorship on their terms. 
‘When I had acquired some proficiency 
in the language | read Edmond Privat’s 
biography of Zamenhof'’s life, Vivo de 
Zamenhof. This book highlights Zamen- 
hof’s scarcely-concealed attempt to create 
in Poland a multinational state as a blue- 
print for eventual use throughout the 


world. 


After this brief encounter with 
Esperanto | needed no further convincing 


that it is nothing less than an insidious 


means for the dissemination of the con- 
spiratorial and subversive ideas so beloved 
by internationalists. | had discovered for 


. myself the truth of Nesta Webster’s 


assertion in her Secret Societies and Sub- 
versive Movements that Esperanto “‘is 
largely used for promoting Bolshevism.” 
In the same book she points out that as 
long ago as 1922 the Daily Mail reported 
that the French Minister of Education 
issued a circular to the heads of all French 
academic establishments instructing them 
not to teach Esperanto on the grounds 
that “Bolsheviks use it as one of their 
dangerous forms of propaganda.” 

As a result of my studies of Esperanto 
| have retained an interest in the language 
and have noted the frequent attempts by 
its supporters to have it taught in our 
schools and adopted as an official language 
by such international organisations as the 
United Nations and the European Eco- 
nomic Community. Already no less than 
153 members of both Houses of Parlia- 
ment belong to the Esperanto Parlia- 
mentary Group. In this context it is inter- 
esting to note that not long ago an official 
communiqué was issued announcing that: 

“The British Government recognises the 

cultural value of Esperanto through UNESCO 
Resolution 8C/DR/116 to which it is a 
signatory (excepting para. 4).” 
(It is somewhat reassuirng that the British 
Government has not AS YET accepted 
the provisions contained in paragraph 4 
of the Resolution, which seeks to persuade 
Member States to introduce Esperanto 


lessons in schools; but the way things are 


going, | predict that Esperanto will have 
become a mandatory subject in our 
schools before many years have passed.) 
It really does not surprise me that 
UNESCO — an organisation whose 


profligate extravagance and subversive: 


activities | have frequently referred to in 
Nationalist publications — should be in 
the vanguard of those who seek to impose 
the teaching of Esperanto in the world’s 
educational establishments; but what | 
find most disturbing is the British Govern- 
ment’s acceptance of the idea. The 
teaching of Esperanto in schools will pro- 
vide the enemies of our country and man- 
kind with yet another means of spreading 
their destructive doctrines and corrupting 
the young. 

Readers will not be surprised to learn 
that following my study of Esperanto | 
have come to the conclusion that we 
Nationalists have a duty to do all that is 
in our power to thwart its introduction in 
our schools and elsewhere. By so doing 
we will help to arrest the onward march 
of internationalism which is having such a 
baleful and debilitating effect on our 
country and its people. 
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THE SUBVERSION OF BRITISH 
EDUCATION 


A two-part enquiry by KENNETH MCcKILLIAM, B.A. (Hons.) 


SEX AND EDUCATION 


PROTOCOL X of The Protocols of the Elders 
of Zion says: “We shall destroy among the 
Goyim the importance of the family and its 
educational value.” 

They aimto destroy the family life of 
the nation, to destroy human love and 
consideration, to break down innocence and 
individual reserve at an early age and to 
teach a general sexual free-for-all, providing 
contraceptives free of charge paid for by the 
taxpayer, while at the same time trendy 
clergymen preach the Marxist gospel of 
loving everybody, meaning of course sexual 
lust with no spiritual value. 


The Family Planning Association adopts 


a humanist approach and Lady Birk, wife of 
the chairman of the International Publishing 
Company, is the only representative on the 
Health Educational Council and is appointed 
by the Secretary of State. The IPC publishes 
risqué magazines such as Honey, which 
advocates loose living and inter-racial 
marriages. The Family Planning Association 
influences the young to participate in extra- 
marital sex. Marriage is rarely mentioned in 
FPA publications, which encourage the 
break up of. marriages and condone an 
attitude of free sex. Claire Rayner, a Jewish 
radio ‘entertainer’ who gives sex advice to 
the Goyim, is involved in this organisation. 
Dr. Stanley Ellison, Chairman of: the 
Responsible Society, has stated: “Certain 


organisations are out to undermine the. 


security of the family and to ensure that 
adolescents engage in sexual intercourse at 
the earliest opportunity.” He mentioned The 
Family Planning Services book Straight 
Facts about Sex and the teenagers’ magazine 
Mirabelle. He stated: “Presumably the 
government fears that the older relatives, 
who might be parents, would hope to 
persuade their young from premature inter- 
course.” Dr. John Beale of Ramsgate has 
accused the Family Planning Association of 
attempting to destroy the British family, and 
Sir John Stallworthy, Professor of Obstetrics 
at Oxford, has accused a former Labour 
Government of encouraging teenage sex. 

The Daily Telegraph (17.9.72) stated: 
“Sex education and sex films giving know- 
ledge on how to fornicate are being forced 
on children as young as 8 to 11 years old 
despite the opposition of parents.” Dr. Martin 
Cole, an aborter and not an educationalist, 
reduces human beings to worse than animals 
-in a film shown to schoolchildren. Who was 

the headmaster and why did he allow this 
film to be shown? In the film, Growing Up, 
a Mrs. Museatt, a teacher of Liberal Studies, 
is shown masturbating and copulating. The 
film was made by Global Films in association 
with the, Institute for Sex Education and 
produced by Arnold Miller who also produced 
Take Your Clothes Off. The Jewess Joan 
Lestor, then Labour Member for Slough, 
said that she could see nothing wrong in the 
film. The Rev. Alfred Howell also said that 
he could see nothing wrong in the film. 
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PART TWO 


In 1973 the National Union of Students 
stated its intention of establishing 700 ‘Gay’ 
clubs in universities and colleges to be 
instituted by the Trotskyite homosexuals 
and Young Liberals. Three hundred school- 
children were trained to act in a play about 
homosexuals. Homosexuality is being used 
to destroy the desire in the white race for 
partners of the opposite sex — in order to 


reduce the white population. 
In 1976 girls attending a school hair- > 


dressing course were asked to write essays 
about Premarital Sex, Homosexuality, and 
Masturbation for homework. One mother 
wrote and asked what this had to do with 
hairdressing. What indeed? The girls were 
also shown pictures of perverted sex. 

The Daily Telegraph reported (9.12.75) 
that a lecturer at the West Sussex College of 
Art sat in his underpants on a box and gave a 
running commentary on how to go to the 
lavatory. His wife then came in dressed as a 
robot and stripped naked and sexual inter- 
course was presented. Arts students at a 
course were asked to make prints of their 
bare bottoms. Guido Casalel, lecturer in 
Liberal Studies, stripped naked before a class 
of sixteen-year-old female students. A half- 
caste, Andrew Smith, a history teacher, had 
sexual relations with his sixth form girls and 
boasted about this. 

Girl students at York University were 
asked by an- investigator how -much they 
would charge a stranger for sexual inter- 
course. Attempts were made to lower the 
age of consent to fourteen and Barbara 


Castle, a Fabian Socialist, advocated and put 
into operation the issue of contraceptives to 
schoolchildren. 

There has now been a parents’ back-lash. 
Parents have now, by law, to be told of the 
kind of sex education being given to their 
children and have the right to ipa dice their 
‘children from classes. 


REVOLUTION IN SCHOOLS 


Weishaupt wrote in The Code of the 
Illuminati: “It is necessary to gain the 
common people to our order. The great 
means to that end is influence in the schools. 
One can also succeed now by liberty, now 
by striking an effect, and at other times by 
humiliating oneself, by making oneself: 
popular, or enduring with an air of patience 
prejudices that one can root out gradually 
later.” 

The 


Revolutionary Schools Action 


Group was eStablished in 1967 by the 
: Spartacus League of the Labour Party, the 


International Marxists and the Trotskyite 
Young Socialists, to stir up trouble in the 
schools. Its purpose was to foster pupil 
revolt (‘Spartacus’ was the code name for 
Adam Weishaupt). 
The extreme left is trying to bring about 
a social revolution through education and 
‘cultural’ change which in fact will undermine 
our national culture. It shows dislike of 
competition, streaming and examinations. 
The aim is to cause all ideas of education to 
disappear and to reduce the people to a 
common level, i.e. to a state slavery system. 
The intention is then to destroy all the 
intelligentsia and the leaders of society and 
Contd. on next page 


MULTI-RACIAL POISON mee k naeia eri 


These two pictures were among the entries 
in a poster competition for schoolchildren 
organised by the GLC as part of its ‘Anti- 
Racist Year’. 


to install the revolutionaries in power. The 

revolutionaries themselves will be destroyed. 
later by the real power behind the scenes, 
Disraeli’s ‘Hidden Hand’! 


COMMUNIST INDOCTRINATION 


Left-wing politically motivated organis- 
ations with innocuous names invited sixth 
form pupils to join study groups where they 
were indoctrinated in communist and other 
anti-British doctrines. 300 students attended 
a communist session at the London Univer- 
sity. Among the lecturers were Professor 


Ron Frankenburg, Professor Ivan Balogh and 


Professor Nikolaev of Moscow. 

Courses in revolution were organised ba 
the Workers’ Revolutionary Council at the 
Seymour Hall, London. The Workers’ Revo- 
lutionary Party’ started in 1938 but its 
members were expelled from the Labour 
Party in 1964. A conference was organised 
by the National Union of Students in con- 
junction with the International Union of 
Students, a communist organisation, at 
London University. It was led by Yuri 
Sayamour and Vladimir Ponamarev of the 
USSR and attended by Leheeb M. A. Abbawy 
of Iraq, Emil Angelov of Bulgaria and Rafael 
Crespo of Cuba. Trotskyite groups were 
working within the NUT in ‘Rank and File’. 
The International Socialists were allied with 
the International Maoist groups. 

A Young Communist Manifesto drafted 
by the Young Communist League of York- 
shire advocated the establishment of auto- 
nomous. school councils giving pupils the 
right to demand the abolition of military 
training units, religious instruction and to 
form political clubs and inter-school unions. 
School governors were to become lay advisers 
on an equal footing with pupils and teaching 
staff. The abolition of school assemblies was 
demanded. The aim is to disarm the nation 
and render a communist take-over easier. 

Student disturbances broke out at the 
London School of Economics led by the Jew 
Laurence Harris, lecturer in Economics, 
Robin Blackburn, lecturer in Sociology, and 
Nick Bateson, lecturer in Psychology. There 
was a Student revolt at Essex University. The 
aim of the communists and the ultra left was 
to get the students into a situation where 
they were in direct conflict with the Univer- 
sity authorities and then to organise them 
into a revolutionary force. 

Drug-taking is linked to the student 
militants and social science students are in 
the forefront. At Leeds University the 
students bars in the Union are used as 
centres for drug peddling; Lebanese and 
Pakistani cannabis is weighed out at £12 an 
ounce. The strongest kinds of LSD are sold 
and young girls of 16 and 17 are being 
treated for drug addiction, some going to 
mental homes. 

‘Red Rebels’, a youth organisation 
controlled by Hardy Desai of the Socialist 
Workers’ Party, gave out a leaflet entitled 
“How ‘to Disrupt your School in Six Easy 
Lessons.” Michael Woolf established the 
‘Free Schools Campaign’ and Rodger Sadiev 
also sponsors revolution in the schools. The 
Revolutionary Action Group attempted to 
gain support at Harrow School. 


Banks were financing the campaigns of 


. polytechnic student unions to create disorder 


tices, 


and college unions were using their funds to 
support IRA terrorists and Marxist organis- 
ations. 

Olive Fairweather, head of English at 
Watergate School, Bishops Stortford, wrote 
that children are being conditioned in the 
class to accept violence in everyday school 
occurrences and parents were clamouring for 
order in schools while educational advisers 


and committees were doing their best to 


foster disorder. 


REVOLUTIONARY PUBLICATIONS 


The Manual of Religious Education, 
containing a 41-page section on communism 
with a list of places where pupils could get 
further information, was produced by the 
Birmingham Education Committee. It was a 
complete manual on how to teach com- 
munism under the guise of religious edu- 
cation, produced at the taxpayers’ expense. 
Recommended books were from the Com- 
munist Party Headquarters, King Street, 
Holborn; Progress Publications, 21 Zubovsky 
Bde., Moscow; and the Society for Cultural 
Relations with the USSR, Brixton Road, 
Lambeth. 

The Little Red School Book was pro- 
duced, which advocated disrupting lessons, 
the use of drugs, sex and pornography. The 
book looks like ‘The Thoughts of Chairman 
Mao’, is anti-religious and anti-learning and 
anti-education: An Asian, Deepak Mathus, is 
involved in this publication, which is pro- 
duced by Stage One Display. This organis- 
ation has produced books on the life of 
Fidel Castro. The Jewish revolutionaries of 
the Angry Brigade have distributed cyclo- 
styled free copies of the Little Red School 
Book in Brighton. 

There appeared in the 1970s a magazine 
Children’s Rights, edited by Rodger Marks, a 
graduate in Politics from Nottingham Univer- 
sity. The editorial advisory board included 
Vivian Berger. and Dr. Robert Ollendorf. 
This magazine advocated permissive prac- 
masturbation, communism and a 
Children’s Angry Brigade. It advocated 
sabotage of the educational system: ‘“‘Edu- 
cation can damage your mind, all sabotage is 
effective to the hierarchical system. Unscrew 
locks, smash tannoys, paint blackboards red, 
grind all chalk to dust. You are angry — you 
know what to do.” 

A blasphemous hymn book New Life 
was produced by Galliards of Great Yar- 
mouth, and edited by John Bailey, secretary 
of the London Branch of the Christian 
Education Movement. This movement is 
directed by the Rev. J. P. Woolf BD (in 
sheep’s clothing) and is presided over by the 
Bishop of London. The book goes out of its 
way to equate Christianity with Communism. 
It was devised for London schools. In this 
book appears the following from a hymn: 
“You can blame it on the devil; it’s God that 


.I accuse. It’s God they ought to crucify 


instead of you and me, I said to the carpenter 
a’hanging on the tree. To hell with Jehovah 
to the carpenter I said; I wish that the 
carpenter had made the world instead.” This 
is the way to destroy the mind of the child 
and to instil Marxist atheism. 

There are many other publications and 
pressure groups established with the apparent 
blessings of the established churches and 
political parties to blow the minds of our 


\ 


children. 

The Rev. Krister Ottosson of the British 
Council of Churches urges multi-faith 
teaching in the schools. Books printed in 
China glorifying Chairman Mao have been 
bought for use in British schools by ‘edu- 
cational’ authorities: Your Rights in Camden, 
written by Barbara Cohen, claimed that a- 
British child of 16 years can enter and live in 
a brothel: an obscene magazine for school- 
children, Blot, was launched with a grant 
from the Gulbenkian Foundation! 


‘(COMPREHENSIVE EDUCATION 


The plan to destroy the secondary 
schools was put into operation because they 
were known to be excellent and successful 
and they were replaced by giant comprehen- 
sive schools. Comprehensive education, said 
David Cox, headmaster of 816 pupils in 
Derbyshire, is the biggest con-trick of the 
century, deceiving the parents that their 
children are getting a better education in life 
under this system. 

The bright child of working class parents 
is now at a disadvantage and deprived of his 
rightful education and denied the right of a 
good grammar school education. His future 
is impaired while the middle class child has 
the advantage of educated parents and access 
to good literature and books at home. 

Exceptionally bright children become 
frustrated in comprehensive schools because 
teachers are forced to play down to dunces 
and to coloured children. Sir Cyril Burt 
stated that the child from humble homes 
suffers the most. Bright children have done 
less well in examinations since the change 
was made to comprehensive education, said 
Dr. John Lea, who went on to say that large 
numbers of normal intelligent children are 
leaving school illiterate. They become school 
truants because they are not sufficiently 
mentally stretched in comprehensives. It has 
been found that pupils with certificates of 
education passes in mathematics were unable 
to do basic sums and modern maths are 
made difficult by new methods. 

‘The Labour minister for education, 
Fred Mulley, forced all local authorities to 
go comprehensive, giving them a time limit 
in which this was to be completed. 

The Daily Telegraph of 2.8.84 under the 
title “Schools Breeding Zombies for Soccer 
Violence’, reported that Dr. Wadson Pirie, 
head of an influential group of free market 
economists and President the Adam Smith 
Institute, told a meeting of Mensa members 


-at a Cambridge seminar that the compre- 


hensives are dinosaurs, turning out large 
numbers of illiterate zombies fit for nothing 
better than violence on the football terraces. 

The retention of the examination 
system is under attack by ‘progressive’ 
educationalists. Constant fiddling with the 
educational and examination systems is 
disturbing the education of our children 
with political interferences and examiners 
State that biased teachers twist facts when 
material is presented to children. 

What will be noticed is the number of 
aliens in our midst, some with British 
sounding names, many of them Jews, who 
are working away to destroy our race, nation, 
culture and faith. It is about time we 
collected them together and ran them all out 
of our country. 
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THE DINOSAUR OF THE 1980s 


STANLEY CLAYTON-GARNETT looks at the open of 


British trade unionism 


IN SEPTEMBER 1936 the former British 
Prime Minister David Lloyd-George visited 
National Socialist Germany with a party of 
political colleagues on a fact-finding mission. 


He was interested particularly in how the 


German Government had solved a six-million 
unemployment problem along with creating 
a climate of participant and effective indus- 
trial relations throughout the Reich. He met 
the German Chancellor, Herr Hitler, whom 
he came to admire greatly, and visited 
factories, centres of technology and farms, 
where he was allowed to interrogate the 
workers freely. He discussed a wide ranging 
number of topics including the workers’ 
attitudes to the National Socialist regime, 
the assimilation of the German trade unions 
into the German Workers’ Labour Front and 
general working conditions and rates of pay 
within the Reich. The interviews were often 
held without the presence of management or 
officials to avoid the accusations of coercion 
being levelled by groups hostile to the 
German Government and State. On returning 
to Britain Mr. Lloyd-George gave an inter-. 
view to the News Chronicle on the 21st 
September 1936 and he commented upon 
his discussions with German workers: 

“More than one said to me that it was a good 
thing to have got rid of what they described as 
the political trade unions. They preferred to 
keep questions affecting conditions of their 
working life out of politics. John Burns, Henry 
Broadhurst, Thomas Burt and most of the old 
trade union leaders were strongly of that 
opinion when it was decided to incorporate the 
British unions into a political party.” i 

In 1981 | visited the Soviet Union, 
including in my visit Yalta and Odessa, 
where | had the opportunity of discussion 
with groups of Soviet educationalists ‘upon 
an organised basis and clandestine conver- 
sations with individual Soviet workers on an 
informal basis. | had made a positive effort 
before visiting the Soviet Union to free 
myself from any form of social conditioning 
or manifestation of inherent prejudice which 
might result in pre-judgement of the Soviet 
system, leading on my part to a lack of 
objectivity. | was surprised, therefore, and 
somewhat disappointed, to find.that the 
Soviet Union, at least in the Crimea, corres- 
ponded to the image portrayed in the West. 
It was quite amazing that in a country which 
urges class struggle abroad and the imposition 
of the dictatorship of the proletariat inter- 
nationally there was no evidence of political 
‘trade unionism. 

The role of trade unions in Russia 
appeared rather cosmetic in that they co- 
operated in attaining production norms, 
administered the State’s industrial welfare 
schemes and filled a consultative role in 
terms of the adoption of new methods and 
the introduction of new technology. It 
appeared that they had no part in negotiating 
on levels of payment or working conditions, 
and the concept of strike action in support 
of a wage claim was unknown, uncontem- 
plated and certainly would not be tolerated. 
Mr. Scargill please note. 

| asked questions, through an interpreter, 


Page ten 


VICTIM OF THE POLITCS OF POLARISATION 
Man hurt by violence on picket lines in S. Yorkshire 


which seemed relevant within the context of 
the British industrial experience: questions 
which produced a reaction of startled 
bewilderment. i 

The following dialogue which | recall 
faithfully, indicates the Russian workers’ 
attitude to ‘free collective bargaining’:— 


SCG: “Who decides upon your rate of pay?” 
RW: “The government, but my individual 
payment is approved „by the factory’s 

. workers’ committee.” 

‘Who decides upon relative rates of 
pay? For example, why is a plumber 
paid more than an electrician and less 
than a lecturer?” 

RW: (somewhat disconcerted) “The soviet 

decides levels of payment.” 

(pushingly) “Yes — but supposing your 

union does not agree, what then?” 

RW: “It has been decided.” 

SCG: ‘Would your trade union not consider 
some form of industrial action, perhaps 
(tentatively) a strike?” 

RW: “Itis not permitted.” 


The friendly Intourist guide, who had 
been comprehensively corrupted by associ- 
ation with visitors from the West, smiled 
knowingly, obviously amused by my 
simulated naivety, and then he said: ‘‘Have 
you heard the story about the American 
aircraft carrier?” 

It is interesting to note that while the 
Soviet Union has along history of willingness 
to fund confrontational industrial relations 
in other countries, e.g. the 1926 General 
Strike and the Scargill Miners’ Strike in 1984, 
within the boundaries of the Soviet Union 
political and industrial polarisation is an 
anathema. In highly developed modern 


SCG: 


SCG: 


‘societies political strikes are destabilising and 


economically ennervating as the result of 
their domino effect. The political strike is 
only justifiable within the Marxist concept 
of class warfare but it is totally unacceptable 
and contradictory to the Nationalist concept 


of a unified classless society which works for 
the interests of the total community linked 
by the bonds of blood and ethnic culture. 


ORIGINAL NEED- 


The need for working men to combine 
against the employers was a necessary adjunct 
in the class-based, privileged society which 
existed in the first phase of the Industrial 
Revolution between 1750 and 1850. The 
inventions of Crompton, Cartwright, Ark- 
wright and Watt in the late 1700s; the roads 
of Metcalf, Telford and Macadam; the canals 
of Brindley and the railways of Stephenson 
thrust Britain from the cottage or domestic 
system into the industrial age with its 
attendant capitalisation. The impetus of the 
onset of the Industrial Revolution produced 
more inventions and the need for more raw 
materials to satisfy the hunger of the 
machines and more food for the workers 
who huddled in squalor in the overcrowded 
towns. The land was denuded of agricultural 
workers as they moved from the countryside 
and into the cities to share in the new 
opportunity. 

This flight from the land produced a 
horrifying fall in food production and, in 
consequence, soaring food prices and starv- 
ation. The workers united behind the 
Chartists to secure parliamentary represent- 
ation, to campaign for the repeal of the Corn 
Laws and to prevent the factory worker 
being exploited by his avaricious master. 
Chartism had almost died by 1848 as an 
effective political force, but it had achieved 
most of its objectives: manhood suffrage; 


vote by ballot; equal electoral districts; a 
lowering of the property qualification for 
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Members of Parliament and cheaper food 
through the medium of parliamentary action. 

The foundations of the modern trade 
union movement were laid in the 1850s, but 
until the 1870s they remained small, 
exclusive organisations of highly skilled and 


relatively well-paid workers. The structure of. 


these unions was influenced by the then 
universally accepted wage fund theory. 
According to this doctrine there was, at any 
time, only a certain amount of money avail- 
able in the economy for allocation as wages; 
therefore ‘the more workers there were the 
smaller would be their wages. The unions, 
believing in this. theory, tried to limit the 
number of workers in each trade; they 
reduced the recruitment of apprentices and 
attempted to persuade surplus workers to 
emigrate. In 1867 a Royal Commission was 
appointed to enquire into trade unionism. 
The result of the enquiry was incorporated 
into the Trades Union Act of 1871, an act 
which produces echoes in 1984. The pro- 
visions of the Act allowed unions to 
accumulate funds and gave protection to 
those funds, but it reaffirmed the illegality 
of picketing or of interference with employers 
or men who were willing to work during a 
‘strike. In 1876 a Tory government was 
elected and the Act of 1871 was repealed 
and a new ‘Employer and Workman Act’ was 
passed by Parliament. Peaceful picketing was 
now permitted; both employed and employer 
could seek redress through the ordinary civil 
courts for losses directly due to industrial 
action. 

Arthur Scargill has claimed that the 
current miners’ strike is unique in terms of 
industrial conflict within our polarised 
society. The accuracy of this statement is to 
be questioned, as is the originality of this 
Government’s and the judicature’s response. 
In 1899 the trade unions resolved that 


working class opinion should be represented © 
in the House of Commons by members 


sponsored by the TUC and controlled by the 
organised labour movement. The significance 
of this decision was that political trade 
unionism was born, leading inexorably to 
the politically motivated strike which is so 
prevalent and damaging in our own time. 
Two years later, in the year 1900, the 
employees of the Taff Vale Railway Company 
went on strike and for the first time the 
provisions of the 1876 Act were enforced. 
The strike was marked by violent and un- 
lawful picketing by members of the Amal- 


gamated Society of Railway Servants. The | 
‘company sued the union for damages in the 


civil court and the judges ruled that the 
violence of the picketing was unlawful and 
that the company had suffered serious losses 
as the result of the strike. The court awarded 
the company £42,000 damages against the 
union, which in modern terms would be 
equal to around £750,000. The judgement 
was an historic one because it was given as 
the prime reason for the trade unions 
pledging their support to the Labour Party 
at its formation in 1906. 


CLASS WARFARE 


The pattern of class warfare which has 
marred the history of our industrial relations 
from the early days of our country’s indus- 
trialisation still persists. The personalities are 
different but the actions and the forms of 
litigation are all so familiar to those who 
have studied the past. The more militant 
union leaders of the Scargill and McGahey 
ilk are reactionaries who are still fighting the 
issues of 1900 with the industrial weapons 
of 1876 in a 1984 situation. Our modern 
society is too socially and industrially 


advanced, too interdependent and sophis- 
ticated to be disconcerted overly by the pre- 
historic industrial antics of those who use a 
credible industrial issue as a vehicle for their 
covert political machinations a /a Marx. 


- Britain’s industrial sickness, however, is not 


caused exclusively by unbridled, militant 
political trade unionism. The whole political 
structure of our capitalist, /a/ssez faire 
society, with its outcrop of permissive 
liberalism linked to the alien multi-cultural 
virus and the pernicious infusion of American 
sub-culture, militates against order and an 
effective, united, purposeful nation. . 

What is the role of organised labour 
within a Nationalist state? There are those in 
the Nationalist movement who look nostal- 
gically at the craft guilds of the Middle Ages 
or the trade clubs of the eighteenth century, 
the latter leaving their industrial mark on the 
hostelries where they met, e.g. the Miners’ 
Arms and the Bricklayers’ Arms. Fhis type 
of retrospective musing is consistent with 
Mr. Scargill’s dictum that the whole of the 
coal industry must be preserved unto infinity 
and would logically mean that | would now 
be going out to catch the next stage coach. 
Industrial structures and trade organisations 
should reflect the needs of the time and be a 
projection of the needs of the future. The 
role of the trade unions in the Soviet Union 
would serve a useful and not dishonourable 
purpose if it were not packaged in the hypo- 
critical pulings of Marxist communism. In a 
future British Nationalist State organised 
labour should serve and relate to the total 
folk-community through an organisation 
similar to the German Workers’ Labour 
Front. There would be no place or need for 
political trade unionism because the con- 
frontational society for which it was created 
would have ceased to exist. We represent a 


` future of co-operation, unity and indigeneity. 


A NEW KIND of viciousness towards white 
British people has recently been devised by 
Labour councillors in London. 

It takes the form of a regulation under 
which council tenants considered to be 
guilty of ‘racialism’ towards their coloured 
neighbours will be evicted from their 
homes. 

One family that has already become 
victims of this new ruling is the McDonnell 
family of Clements Avenue, Canning Town. 
The McDonnells have been evicted from 
their flat on an. estate there because two 


SO WE’VE NOTICED! 


RACISM PENALTY 
— BUT ONLY 
FOR WHITES 


sons of the family, Anthony (18) and John 
(16) were alleged to have ‘terrorised’ some 
Asians living nearby. 


Apparently this ‘terrorising’ consisted 
of no more than the writing of graffiti on 
walls and the shouting of racial abuse — at 
no point was any evidence produced that 
the youths had caused the Asians any phys- 
ical harm. 

It was also acknowledged by the judge 
who ordered the eviction that the boys’ 
mother, Mrs. Rosina McDonnell, was in no 
way to blame for what happened. 

Apparently no parallel rule exists under 
which coloured tenants can be evicted for 
racial harrassment or attacks on Whites! 


wenty-five or so yearš ago the political- 

ly ambitious, or merely politically in- 
terested, Jew joined the Labour Party. 
There were naturally exceptions, who 
tended to be what the late George Hutch- 
inson of this paper used to call ‘tremendous 
swells’ — Sir Keith Joseph, Sir Henry 
d’ Avigdor-Goldsmid. No longer. Jews not 
only are welcome in the modern Conserva- 
tive Party but seem actively to be prefer- 
red by Mrs Margaret Thatcher. One has to 
list only Mr Leon Brittan, Sir Keith himself 
of course, Mr. Nigel Lawson, Sir Alfred 


kJ 


Sherman, the late Anthony Shrimsley and 
Lord Young, not to mention Sir Basil 
Feldman, who took the chair several times 
at the Brighton conference and is, as it 
happens, Miss Fenella Fielding’s brother. 
This disposition of Mrs Thatcher to like 
and advance Jews is often commented on 
in political conversation. But it is regarded 
as somehow tasteless to mention it public- 
ly. I cannot for the life of me see why. If 
she preferred Welshmen, which, as far as I 
know, she does not; despite the presence in 
her Cabinet of Sir Geoffrey Howe and Mr 


Michael Heseltine, no one would think it at 
all objectionable to point out her predilec- 
tion. (Mr Nicholas. Edwards is a kind ‘of 
honorary Welshman, as I suppose are Sir 
Geoffrey Howe and Mr Heseltine too in a 
way.) When I asked one of her entourage, 
not himself a Jew, about her preference, he 
replied: ‘Simple. No mystery at all. They 
work jolly hard. There’s no nonsense 
about them. Most of them have made their 
own way. Broadly they share her approach 
to life. Above all, they run her constituen- 
cy for her in Finchley.’ 


From Allan Watkins’ ‘Diary’ in THE SPECTATOR 
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“A SPECTRE IS HAUNTING 


EUROPE... 


Dr. PETER PEEL looks at the realities behind the ‘cold war’ 


THE TITLE of thiscarticle: isitakan 


from the opening words of The Com- 


munist Manifesto of 1848, written by 
Messrs. Marx and Engels. A lineal 
descendant of that spectre has haunted 
two generations of British, American 
and Continental European youth. 

A recent letter to my local news- 
paper expressed understandable shock 
at the action of the students of Brown 
University, Rhode Island, who 
demanded that they be issued with 
‘suicide pills’ in the event of a nuclear 
war. ‘Disgust’ might have been an even 
more appropriate reaction than ‘shock’, 
although the demand appears to have 
been a symbolic gesture rather than a 
serious request. Nevertheless, the 
‘blame for the widespread neurotic 
pessimism among the young (when it 
isn’t simply a fashionable pose) falls 
squarely on the shoulders of two 
generations of parents who have incul- 
cated in their children the fear of a 
horrible bogeyman — a spectre. The 
time is long overdue to examine and 


analyse calmly the chance of a nuclear: 


war ever occurring between the major 
powers. It could happen. For that 
matter, the earth could be struck by a 
meteorite which, if a mere quarter of 
a mile in diameter, would devastate 
most of the planet and wipe out a 
large proportion of the biosphere. The 
chances of either event are, fortunately, 
miniscule. As a matter of fact, for 
reasons | shall propound shortly, a 
major war of any kind is highly un- 
likely, though minor wars will probably 
always be with us. 


ONLY POSSIBLE ADVERSARY 


Our only possible adversary in a 
nuclear war is the Soviet Union — at 
least for a considerable time to come. 
There are circumstances in which 
those forces which control and operate 
the great, helpless giant. across the 
Atlantic might want to use him to 
extirpate us but that is not on for a 
very long time to come, if ever. And 
who knows, the giant may one day 
cast off his yoke and wreak a terrible 
vengeance on his parasitic exploiters. 
We need not fear that some irrespon- 
sible small country may fire a missile 
at us or the Russians and bring about 
a war between us by deceit. Our tech- 
nology today can and would instantly 
identify the source of such a missile. 
That insane ploy is no longer possible. 
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In the early years of the Bolshevik 
revolution, it is possible that the gang 
of wild-eyed, starveling fanatics and 
ideologues might — might — have 
launched a nuclear war in pursuit of 
their messianic pseudo-religion — if 
they had had the technology. Not so 
today. Not so even in Stalin’s time, 
for Stalin was a pragmatist and the 
only one of the wartime leaders who 
came out smelling like a rose from 
that war. Russia gained 250,000 square 


miles of territory, twenty-five million. 


new subjects, hegemony pver Eastern 
Europe and the status of super-power. 

And today? Today the leaders of 
the USSR continue to be old men 
with grandchildren, Ziv motor cars, 
holidays in the Crimea, and comfort- 
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SOVIET MISSILE 
Its use would cost the Kremlin dearly 


able dachas outside Moscow. They are 
as aware as we of the probable results 
of a nuclear war and the vast overkill 
both superpowers possess — even the 
dreaded ‘nuclear winter’ and the end 
of all higher life forms on earth. 

As for large-scale conventional 
war, it is almost equally unlikely. 
Both sides know the desperate tempt- 
ation for the side about to lose to 
resort to nuclear weapons. Then too 
there is the historical experience of the 
USSR. The so-called Second World 
War was so traumatic. for them that 
they are still paranoid about the 
‘danger’ from a small fraction of vivi- 
sected Germany. That war is their 
retrospective bogeyman. They have 
been bogged down for five years in 
Afghanistan and suffered heavy casual- 
ties at the hands of a relatively small 
number of primitive tribesmen. Is it 
conceivable that they would suddenly 
decide to roll across Central and 
Western Europe and perhaps cross the 
English Channel? Perhaps they could 
do it, but to what purpose? The cost 
would be very heavy to begin with 
and the on-going resistance in every 
country would be a dreadful haemor- 
rhage without end. Napoleon's 300,000 
troops tied up in Spain in a savage 


_ guerilla war was his ‘Spanish ulcer’. All 


Europe would be an ulcer for Russia. 
That country has not even felt confi- 
dent of squelching heretical Roumania 
or Yugoslavia; and when the puppet ° 
Jaruzelski regime in Poland seemed in 
danger of being overturned recently, 
the Bear growled but did not act. 


COST OF OCCUPATION 


For the Soviet army to occupy her 
East European satellites plus all 
Western and Southern Europe would 
not only ensure costly guerilla war but 
impossibly vulnerable supply lines and 
almost certainly revolt among the 
captive satellites. What could possibly 
be worth that? It is always the first 
generation of crusaders that captures 
Jerusalem or establishes the vast Arab 
empire of Islam or that of Genghis 
Khan. The grandchildren are sensible, 
unimaginative men with their minds 
on the practical and the profitable. 
They weigh and are cautious and lack 


* .the fanaticism which conquers worlds. 


Russia will always have to be watched 
but nowadays it is to ensure there are 
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no really easy pickings for her. | 

| dare predict that little wars will 
always be with us but that there will 
never again be a war on the scale of 
the four world wars between 1756 and 


1945. Let us then stop giving our © 


children nightmares. And let the USA 
stop building ever larger nuclear 
arsenals at ruinous cost. If the Russians, 
who have been a paranoid people 
since the Mongol invasions of the 13th 
century, choose to bankrupt them- 
selves so much the better. If the 
nuclear powers, Britain, France, 
Canada and the United States, retain 
enough missiles to vitrify even six 
major Russian cities — say, Moscow, 
Leningrad, Kiev, Gorki, Novosibirsk 
and Sverdlovsk — it doesn’t matter a 
gnat’s knickers if the Russians could 
wipe out all life in the galaxy: it 
simply would not be worth their while. 
, In the United States one is left 

with a disturbing question: Are we to 
blame for the insane and apparently 
unstoppable arms race? Is it our 
paranoia and inability to analyse prob- 
lems calmly? Or is it something like 
the irresponsible loans of the great 
American banks to rathole countries, 
another unscrupulous exploitation of 
the American ordinary citizen-taxpayer 


for the benefit (in this case) of the . 


military-industrial complex? 


SINISTER PURPOSE 


But, alas, there possibly is a yet 
more sinister reason for this mainten- 
ance of an Orwellian myth of unending 
war between the rough equivalents of 
his “Oceania” and “Eurasia”. It 
appears to justify the continuing 
presence of large contingents of 
American troops in Europe as necessary 
to its defence. But such a dependence 
not only reinforces profound political 
pressures on our supposedly sovereign 
governments but is disastrously 
demoralising. For over 100 years, 
between 55 BC and 61 AD the warrior 
race of the Ancient Britons fought 
fiercely and doggedly against the 
Roman invader. But for the subsequent 
250 years the Britons, tamed and 
domesticated, became utterly depen- 
dent on Rome’s occupying legions to 
defend them against external enemies. 
And so when the legions finally with- 
drew we read of the pleas and the 
groans of the Britons who had lost the 
manhood and sturdy self-reliance to 
conduct their own defence. They had 
become an effete people who could 


repel neither the savage Picts and Irish 
nor the virile and uncorrupted 
Germans. Thus the culture and 
language of the latter became our 
heritage, not that of the Romanised 
Britons. 

. So those American legions remain 
in Europe indefinitely and thus, willy- 
nilly, the United States effectually 
imposes its own moral, cultural and 
political hegemony and aborts any 
truly European resurgence, especially 
the bringing back to life of a proud 
and reunited Germany. 

And though there are many 
cautious and timid souls who would 
rather not see the realities who but an 
idiot does not know in his heart that 
the West Europeans are in’ great 
measure subjects of the United States 
and the government of that nation 
itself the subject (the abject subjects) 
of the international, parasitic race — 
those wonderful folks who brought 
us, among so many other blessings, 
the Boer War, the Russian Revolution, 
the 1939-45 war, the dissolution of 
the European empires, the alienation 
of the Middle East, the vivisection of 
Germany, cultural filth and sch/ock, 
and the genocidal racial pollution of 
our ancient homelands? 


A new range of leaflets ha as been produced 
by the Publicity Department of the British 
National Party and is now available for sale. 
_ The leaflets are the first of a new series, and 
there will be more to.come later in the year. 

The leaflets are in red, white and blue 
and are as follows: — 


(1) FED UP WITH THE PARTY POLITI- 
CIANS? Reprint of a popular old 
Nationalist leaflet, brought up to date. 
Deals with BNP policies on the main 
national issues. 

IF ONLY WE WERE BLACK .. . Leaflet 
produced by the Young Nationalists, the 
BNP youth division, and aimed primarily 
at Britain’s young people. Contrasts the 
way young Whites have been left on the 
scrapheap with the specially favoured 
treatment given to Britain’s coloured 
racial minorities. 

HAVE YOU BEEN THROWN ON THE 
SCRAPHEAP BY FOREIGN IMPORTS? 
This leaflet deals with unemployment 
and explains in simple terms how millions 


VOTE FOR 
BRITAIN 


(2) 


(3) 


MANIFESTO 


READ the Election 
Manifesto of the Brit- 
ish National Party for 
1983, available at 
43p post-free from: 
P.O, Box 115, Hove, 
E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 


VOTE BNP) 


i Manifesto of the Briti 


sh. National Party.” , 


New leaflets : 


of British jobs are being destroyed by 
the international free-trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief, concise 
argument for economic Nationalism. 


VIOLENT CRIME IN BRITAIN — THE 
HORRIFYING TRUTH. Deals with 


(4) 


muggings, rape and other violent attacks |. 


on defenceless people, giving examples 
of specific cases. Calls for much tougher 
treatment of violent criminals by the law. 


ARE YOU CONCERNED ABOUT 
SCOTLAND’S FUTURE? Leaflet speci- 


(5) 


ally produced for distribution in Scot- | 


land. Outlines BNP policy on main issues 
of interest to Scots. 

BRADFORD’S FUTURE: PART OF: 
YORKSHIRE OR PART OF ASIA? 
Special leaflet for distribution in the 
racially troubled Bradford area. 


These leaflets cost £4.50 per thousand, 
with postage costs at £2.10 per thousand; 
£2.65 for 2,000 and £3.10 for 3,000. Orders 
with cash should be sent to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS. 


T-SHIRTS 


B.N.P. T-shirts are now available from 
Glasgow Branch. The shirts are attrac- 
tively designed featuring a white man, 
woman and child and with a Union 
Jack flag in the background and the 
words “British National- Party fights 
for race & nation against Communism.” 

The T-shirts cost £4 plus 29p postage 
and can be obtained from Glasgow 


(6) 


_ BNP, PO Box 85,,Glasgow G3 8UL. 


UNEMPLOYMENT POSTER 


LIVERPOOL B.N.P. have produced a very 
effective wall poster on the theme of unem- 
ployment. The poster is in red, white and 
blue and we reproduce a picture of it here. It 
is just the size to put up in large quantities. 
The price is 8p each for quantities up to 49, 
7p for 50-99 and 6p for 100 or over. Cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to British 
National Party — Liverpool Branch and sent 
to: P.O. Box 72, Liverpool L69 8AJ. 


British National Party badges are obtainable 
for £1.25 (incl. postage) from PO Box 457, 
London SE20 7QE. | 
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ON THE RIGHT USE OF 


PROPAGANDA 


Let us not help our enemies by putting the ball through our own goal 


says IAN SLOAN 


“NO MATTER what we ourselves try to do, . 


the mass media will always portray us in the 
worst possible way.” This is a complaint | 
have heard voiced by my fellow nationalists 
on ‘many occasions. That the mass media are 
hostile to us should not come as any real 
surprise. No political system of whatever 


complexion can function securely if its mass-: 


media do not enthusiastically support and 
approve of that system and lend their weight 
towards maintaining the status quo. Quite 
obviously any establishment that allows its 
news agencies to agitate for its overthrow 
would have to possess a death wish. ‘Liberal 
Democracy’, like any other political system, 
recognises the importance of the mass media 
and has successfully integrated them into its 
establishment. 

In return for the prestige and consequent 
benefits bestowed upon the media, the 
system has acquired an obedient servant 
which acts as a safety valve whereby voices 
of dissent on minor issues are tolerated but 
anyone or anything which calls for funda- 
mental change will receive the full force of 
the system bearing down upon them. We are 
constantly being told how fortunate we are 
to have a ‘free press’ in comparison to the 


controlled press in Eastern Bloc countries, 
whereas the only difference that really exists 


_is one of degree. While the Eastern Bloc is 


perhaps heavy-handed, even sometimes 
crude, in conveying its political message, the 
media in the West have developed political 
propaganda almost into an art form in which 
subtlety is the name of the game. The masses 
when reading their newspaper are totally 
unaware that everything, including what is 
and isn’t politically acceptable, is being care- 
fully shaped and defined for them. 


DESIRE TO CONFORM 


The vast majority of people do not want 
to be treated as social outcasts or to be 
thought of as in any way strange by the rest 


of society, and as a consequence they stay’ 


firmly within the ‘boundaries’ that have been 
laid down for them. In laying down these 
‘boundaries’, the media use numerous and 
varied methods ranging from coverage of 
political events right through to what are 
ostensibly forms of entertainment such as 
‘problem pages’ or television comedy 
programmes. 


PLAYING THE MEDIA’S GAME 


How many times have you noticed, for 
instance, ‘Agony Aunts’ (who for some 
curious reason always seem to be of Jewish 
origin) feature letters in their columns from 
parents who express their distress at their 
offspring who wish to marry a Negro, only 
to have the ‘Agony Aunt’ launch into a 
tirade of abuse against these parents as 
narrow minded bigots who must have a 
serious mental disorder to “judge somebody 
by the colour of their skin.” Well, if some- 
body as ‘qualified’ and as ‘wise’ as a news- 
paper columnist who dispenses advice to 
those with serious domestic problems says 
that race-mixing is all right and that anyone 
who says anything to the contrary suffers 
from a brain disorder, well that’s the end of 
the matter. Thus the masses receive one more 
subtle implant in the ‘correct way’ to think. 

Another piece of ‘entertainment’ due to 
be served to us is a new soap opera which is 
to reflect the fact that we are now a multi- 
racial society. This little gem, called East- 
enders will include (and | quote) “an Asian 
couple who run the local food store, a 
Jewish doctor, a Turkish Cypriot, and a 
Caribbean couple.” 


Contd. on next page 


The specimens shown here, believe it or not, are ‘FEMALE’. This photo is of a group of National Front girl supporters featured in an NF 
publication aimed at recruiting the young. That party, it seems, is as proud of its unfeminine women as it is of its unmasculine ‘males’. What 
need have the media to portray nationalists as ill-behaved and repulsive freaks when some nationalist propagandists do it for them? 


SSD 
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Punks, Mods, Skins and Teds- 
All unite to fight the Reds! 


1980 (@) 


This conditioning of our society takes 
place in nearly every sphere of activity. It 
simply doesn’t occur to the average man or 
woman when watching a programme that may 
provide them with a few good belly laughs 
that political messages, however subtle, are 
being conveyed to them. Only a small 
minority possesses strong and independent 
minds capable of resisting this insidious 
process. , 

Interesting, isn’t it, that when the mass 
media conduct their campaigns against the 
nationalist movement portraying it as an evil 
and sinister propaganda machine, they do so 
often using methods that make us look like 
abject amateurs. The weekly series Not so 
secret army is a case in point. 

If the nationalist movement wishes to 
expand into a mass movement, then | believe 
Our party must be turned into what will be 
essentially a propaganda machine designed 
to promote nationalism, not’so much as a 
‘respectable’ movement, but as a credible 
and potentially powerful contender for 
future political power. 


‘NAZI’ LABEL 


Much debate has taken place in the past 
over the labels of ‘Nazi’ or ‘Fascist’ being 
used to discredit our movement due to all 
the connotation associated with these names 
in the eyes of the general public. How many 
nationalists, | wonder, have lost any sleep 
over being called a Nazi? | for one certainly 


haven't. In fact when the nationalist move- 


ment reached a peak in the seventies | was 
encouraged by the fact that the media were 
relying on this hoary old chestnut as their 
only weapon in trying to discredit us. When, 
however, the media realised that the Nazi 
labél was proving insufficient to halt the 


growth of our movement they searched for 


other methods. At this time we were 
attracting adherents from all walks of life 
and taking part in nationalist marches was a 
source of great pride and joy. At last a move- 
ment had arisen that cut across class divisions 
and was marching in unison for race and 
nation. This fact the establishment realised 
must be obscured from the general public 
and it decided to promote the view that 


anyone who held ‘racialist’ views was either- 


NATIONALISM CARICATURED 
' This is what the NF appealed to 
and this is what it got! 


a thug or a freak. The result stemming from 
this was that every freak and thug in the 
country made it their business to try and 
attend nationalist activities, as it was 
obviously the ‘in’ thing to do. The reaction 
of the nationalist movement was to score an 
‘own goal’ in the propaganda war by allowing 
what were preponderantly youth cults to 
attach themselves to us with the short view 
that the more ‘bodies’ turning up at our 
activities the better. Not only did we lose 
many good members from our ranks who 
were repelled at the degenerates starting to 
infest the party but the media positively 
revelled in showing film footage of these 
morons that they had assured their viewing 
public comprised the nationalist movement. 
While | may not have lost any sleep over 
being labelled a ‘Nazi’, | winced more than 
Once at being associated with some of the 
specimens attending our rallies. Creatures 
whose very appearance reminded one of 
Neanderthal Man did not exactly befit a 
movement seeking to improve the quality of 


our race! 

Although we presently lack the resources 
to combat the vast armoury in the hands of 
our enemies, we must develop our ability to 
manipulate the mass media into attacking us 
on a political level only and we must go to 
great lengths to ensure that we never again 
supply them with the ammunition with 
which to cut us down. It is far better for the 
BNP to be regarded as the bogey-man of 
British politics than to be put on a par with 
the various juvenile cults that today abound. 


PUBLICITY STUNTS 


Whilst the media feel duty bound to dis- 
credit our movement, we can nevertheless 
exploit their constant search for controversial 
material with which to regale their readership 
by providing them with propaganda stunts 
which, while not requiring their ‘approval’, 
could be of a sufficient ‘sensational’ nature 
to gain our cause publicity. Even a ‘gentle- 
man’s agreement’ among sections of the 
media to black out our existence is unlikely 
to last long if we can stage dramatic enough 
propaganda stunts. Large parts of the media, 
despite their obligations to the establishment, 
are profit-orientated, and eventually com- 
mercial interests will win out against any so- 
called principles. 

The growth of our party must quite 
obviously necessitate the words ‘British 
National Party’ becoming known the length 
and breadth of Britain. To this end all our 
imagination and efforts must be geared 
towards hitting the headlines. Whilst the 
present leaders of certain other nationalist 
factions are preoccupied with ideological 
debate (not to mention staying financially 
solvent), which they hope will turn Britain 
into a nation of ‘enlightened peasants’, the 
BNP must continue to stride forward as a 
disciplined movement building an infra- 
structure capable not only of exploiting but 
actually of creating opportunities which help’ 
to serve our cause by making it known to a 
wider audience and enabling us to attract 
new blood. 


How to obtain SPEARHEAD 
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every. month and to those whe wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. 
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SIR: I found the differing views of Sir Oswald 
Mosley and John Tyndall on the Jewish 


question (September issue) exceedingly 
interesting. Perhaps, while the issue is topical, 
some comments on Mosley would not be out 
of place. 

_A great deal has been written about Sir 
Oswald Mosley’s exceptional gifts, but to get 
his true abilities into perspective we should 
measure his real political achievement. When 
he set up his British Union party in the early 
1930s he began with certain immense 
advantages. Apart from a big name and an 
undoubted platform charisma, he had the 
personal wealth to be financially independent 
as well as to provide at least a basic monetary 
backing for his activities. To augment this 
backing, he had the financial support of a 
number of exceptionally wealthy men, 
notably Lord Nuffield, who on one occasion 
gave him a donation of £50,000 — a sum 


which would be close to £1 million in terms ` 


of today’s value. He also had the support of 
a major daily newspaper, The Daily Mail, 
which, though later withdrawn under Jewish 
pressure, endured long enough to win vast 
numbers of adherents for Mosley. 

Mosley also operated at that time against 
a background of mass poverty in Britain, 
with unemployment at a similar figure to 
that of today but not cushioned by today’s 
compensating welfare benefits. Finally, there 
was the constant example of the achievements 
of Fascism and National Socialism on the 
Continent not besmirched, as later, by 
‘Holocaust’ propaganda. 

All these factors worked to Mosley’s 
advantage, as did the fact that, in an age 
before television, it was much easier to 
attract people to public meetings — an event 
at which he excelled. 

I think it significant that by the time 
the war brought an end to this phase of 
Mosley’s career the BUF was still very far 
from being a major force in British politics. 

Perhaps even more significant still is 
Mosley’s post-war political record, in which 
some comparison can be made between his 
achievements and others’. When he founded 
his Union Movement in the early 1950s he 
was, though no longer a young man, by no 
means old either. The movement peaked 
around about 1956, thereafter to decline 
steadily to the point at which, by the time 
he retired from active politics, it was no 
more than a tiny political club. At. no time 


in the post-war era did the strength of the. 


Mosley movement remotely equal that 
attained by the National Front in the middle 
to late 1970s. Mosley, having pre-war and in 
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his prime been a limited success, became 
after the war a sorry political failure. 


This record, after his undoubted early - 


brilliance, surely reveals somewhere a funda- 
mental flaw — perhaps of character, perhaps 
of judgement. 
R.S. ROGERS, 
Welwyn, Herts. 


SIR: With regard to Noel A. Hunt’s article 
on repatriation, surely Mr. Hunt cannot be 
serious? Does he really think that present 
voting patterns are due to public apprehen- 
sion over the possibility that our repatriation 
proposals might be unfair to Blacks? Of 
course they’re not. 

As Mr. Hunt rightly says — and one 
needs only talk to ordinary folk to find out 
— white people in this country would be 
only too glad to see the back of the Blacks. 
Voting patterns are as they are at present 
due to numerous complex circumstances over 
which the BNP has really very little control. 

But the main drive of Mr. Hunt’s article 
was towards ‘incentives’ for repatriation. I 
don’t think that “incentives’ have any role to 
play at all. Our policy should be made clear 
— compulsory repatriation of all persons not 
of European stock. We can do this by the 
immediate repeal of the British Nationality 
Act of 1948, while simultaneously replacing 
it with a Nationality Act based on racial 
values consistent with British Nationalism. 

Yes, of course we accept that it is not 
the fault of the Negro and Asian that they 
live in Britain in 1984. The fault for that lies 
with the traitors who brought them here. 
Yes, they might suffer if they were returned 
to an ethnic homeland that they had never 
seen. But both black and white people are 
suffering now — black people feel rejected 
by society and white people are bearing the 
brunt of that ill feeling so caused. 

But has Mr. Hunt actually thought 
through his incentives and disincentives with 
regard to the Asian community? Many own 
shops and are self-employed. His proposals 
would pass these people by. The whole idea 
of voluntary repatriation is a non-starter. 

The highest good is the protection of our 
Race and Nation. That should be our moral 
imperative. Mr. Hunt should recognise that 
nothing less than compulsory repatriation 
will do to ensure our genetic integrity. — 

TONY WELLS, 
BNP Organiser, Redbridge. 
Editor, Young Nationalist. 


SIR: The fact that John Tyndall has had an 
approach from an NF Directorate member, 
albeit an unofficial one, indicates there is a 
growing realisation that nationalism cannot 
make any progress towards government 
while a substantial proportion of its sup- 
porters remain in. different camps with 
different ‘ideologies’ or whatever. We are 


‘claiming to be able to set Britain’s house in 
order but apparently cannot do so in our: 


own. Until we do so the general public is not 
going to take us seriously. We need to get 


our priorities right on the basis of opposition 


to the greatest threats to our Race and 
Nation and come together on this basis. 

In the past division has oceurred and 
been sustained largely by antipathy towards 
one leading figure or another. Unfortunately 
it is no longer just a question of reconciling 
personalities. The path now being followed 


by the NF leadership is increasingly a left- 


wing one, opposed to everything Nationalists 


stand for, as apparently some of.the more 


thoughtful among NF members are beginning 


to realise. 

Emphasis is on the left-wing principles 
of so-called ‘Strasserism’ which nearly 
wrecked the pre-war Nationalist movement 
in Germany. Support for the Marxist-led 
miners’ strike designed to bring about a 
‘revolutionary situation’ in the country, and 
attempts to forge links with Anarchists and 
Trotskyists, as well as verbal attacks on the 
Police and attempts to obtain funds from 
Libya’s Colonel Gadaffi (who also funds and 
arms the IRA to murder more British service- 
men and police) are hardly the actions of 
British Nationalists! ` 

The immediate role of the leaders of all 
factions within the Nationalist community, 
including NF dissidents, must be to establish 
direct links with each other at the earliest 
possible moment in order to secure the swift 
unity of all British Nationalists under one 
umbrella with a view to an expanded role for 
the movement in British politics. All must 
now see that individually we are voices 
crying in the wilderness and unity is the only 
way forward. Time is not on our side. 

PHILIP BAKER, 
Reading, Berks. 


SIR: On the 1 o’clock BBC Television news 
today they showed Sikhs publicly celebrating 
the murder of Mrs. Gandhi. They were 


shouting slogans in the street and these were 


presumably offensive to Hindus. The Sikhs 
were also letting off fireworks to express 
their joy. 

A few weeks ago a bomb exploded 
which killed or injured many prominent 
Tories and nearly murdered the Prime 
Minister. If I, as a white man, had publicly 
demonstrated my jubilation at this event, 
would I not have been arrested for conduct 
likely to cause a breach of the peace? 

The Sikhs can ride motor cycles without 
wearing crash helmets. They can carry swords — 
in public places without being charged under 
the offensive weapons act. Now they have 
another privilege that is not shared by the 
native population: they can use words and 
behave in a way likely to cause a breach of 
the peace and the police will not arrest them. 

DAVID HILL, 
Ormskirk, Lancs. 


SIR: Come off it, Stanley Clayton-Garnett 
(Spearhead No. 192); ‘“‘Cromwell’s Common- 
wealth strong, patriotic and moral”’!! 

Who helped unleash a bloody Civil War 
(egged on by foreign moneylenders) in 
which Englishman slaughtered Englishman? 

Who allowed the Jews free access to 
England for the first time since 1290 in 
return for financial aid? 

Whose henchmen marched around: 
Scotland and Ireland dispensing Old Testa- 
ment barbarity, dividing our people from 
one another in the name of Judaic phantas- 
magoria and fanaticism? 

If faces mirror the soul, or the spirit of 
the man, compare Van Dyck’s Charles I to 
that of Cromwell’s portraits — compare the 
faces of the leading Royalists to those of the 
leading Roundheads! 

As a British Nationalist I know whose 
side I would have been on! 

M. DWYER, 
Newton Abbot, Devon. 


WE ARE 20 THIS MONTH! 
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‘HOW SOON? 

PREDICTION PROVED RIGHT 
August 1970 


THIS MONTH our magazine celebrates 
its 20th birthday. The first issue of Spear- 
head ever printed appeared in December 
1964. This first issue was produced in 
newspaper format and printed by the old 
letterpress method. Thereafter we decided 
that we could bring our publication out 
more economically by making it a 
magazine and printing it by offset-litho, 
and every subsequent issue was produced 
by that process. 

Early efforts were primitive and not 
too regular. We obtained a cheap portable 
typewriter and used it to set the type for 
the magazine. This work was valiantly 
performed by a supporter, Mrs. Valerie 
Trevelyan, without payment. The many 
headings, large and small, were done by 
the Letraset process, which was immensely 
time-consuming as well as being a strain 
on the eyes. Typed galleys and headings 
were then pasted onto a master sheet of 
‘paper, from which we then paid to have a 
photographic impression taken, trans- 


posed in turn onto plates and then printed. 


Because income per month nowhere 
equalled costs of producing a single issue, 


_AND RIGHT AGAIN 
April 1972 


the magazine only came out irregularly. 

Just under 3 years later, in 1967, we 
obtained an IBM Executive typewriter 
with money loaned by a loyal supporter. 
This enabled us to produce a much more 
professional looking type face, with the 
proportional spacing that made possible 
a much more ‘printed’ look. Much of the 
type was done by this machine but, as our 
financial means improved with growing 
support, we were able to pay for more 
and more type to be set professionally by 
means of the much more sophisticated 
IBM Composer. 

At last in September 1969 we 
achieved our aim of becoming a regular 
monthly. This was made possible by a 
scheme whereby a group of supporters 
committed themselves to donating regular 
sums of money to make up the difference 
between production costs and income 
from sales. Since that time we have main- 
tained monthly publication with very few 
lapses. 

At the same time the size of Spear- 
head has gradually increased. We started 
with 8 pages, then later increased these to 
12, then to 16 and finally to 20. 

Spearhead achieved peak circulation 


in the period of 1977-79, when it was - 


pledged to support the National Front 
and obtainéd considerable sales through 
the distributive network of the NF’s 
branches. At the same time the then rapid 
growth in public support in Britain for 
the Nationalist cause ensured a big rise in 


subscriptions. This growth greatly reduced 


our reliance on supporters’ donations. 
In June 1980, however, we made the 


decision to withdraw support from the. 


National Front because we could no 
longer have confidence in the way that 
that party was being led and directed. We 
transferred our support to the New 
National Front and subsequently to the 
British National Party when the NNF 
became merged under that new organis- 
ation in 1982. 

Our severance from the old NF cost 
us dearly in circulation, as we could no 
longer rely on the distribution network 
offered by that party. Our decision to cut 
away from the NF was made certainly 
with no financial advantage in mind but 
purely because we knew that such a 


course was politically right. The correct- 


ness of this decision has now been over- 
whelmingly proved, although from the 
point of view of sales and income this has 


been little consolation. Spearhead has 


always been in business to- speak its mind, 
and never at any time could it be ‘bought’. 
That policy will not change. 

We are proud of the fact that, not- 
withstanding our loss of circulation over 
the past 5 years, we have not missed 
publication for one single month. This 
has been made possible by the great dedi- 
cation of those who have worked to 
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produce Spearhead as well as those who 
have assisted in its circulation, albeit a 
smaller one. Regular publication has also 
depended very much on increased 
donations from our supporters, who have 
never let us down in any crisis. 

We who produce Spearhead have 
never claimed that our journal achieves 
perfection. We are well aware that there is 
always room for improvement in it — an 
improvement that depends very much on 


increased help in production, research, 


information and illustrative aids. Where 
we lay claim to special achievement is in 
the consistency that we have maintained 
over the years. The scene of British 
Nationalist journalism is littered with the 
remains of publications that have been 
launched with the blare of trumpets and 
the announcement of great ambitions but 
which have fallen by the wayside after a 
few irregular issues simply because of 
their creators’ lack of staying power. 

With 20 years in the struggle now 
behind us, we feel that our readers will 
believe us when we say that that will not 
be our fate. 


FREEDOM OR BONDAGE FOR BRITAIN? 


HOW E.E.C. MEMBERSHIP 
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BNP wins 11.7 per cent in 


THE BRITiSH NATIONAL PARTY obtained the best election result 
by any nationalist organisation for some years when it won 109 
votes in the Thorney Close ward of Sunderland in a by-election 
for the Tyne and Wear County Council on November 15th. 

The BNP candidate was George Bainbridge and he fought a ` 


Straight contest with the Labour candidate in an overwhelmingly 


Labour stronghold. The Labour man got 
822 votes in a total poll of 931 in a very 
low turn out of electors. George Bain- 
bridge’s vote came to 11.7 per-cent of 
the total, an excellent result. 

"So solid Labour territory is this area 
of Sunderland that the Tories did not 
even bother to waste their time entering 
a candidate in the field. Had they done 
so, we are informed by reliable local 
sources, they would at best have obtained 
100-200 votes, thus forcing the BNP 
candidate’s percentage ‘down to around 


the 7-8 per-cent mark — still a very 
commendable figure in an area where 
the BNP has had little opportunity to dig 
its roots, being a complete newcomer to 
Sunderland. 

This fine performance provides a real 
pointer to the electoral potential of the 
BNP. The party was derided by some 
rival nationalists in this regard when it 
averaged a low vote in the 1983 General 
Election, due entirely te the fact that it 
did not have the resources, to back its 


| Sunderland 


candidates up with any substantial cam- 
paign literature. The Sunderland effort 
was carried out by a local team which, 
though small, was operating in a limited 
area and was able to get out a fair 
number of leaflets and to canvass about 
400-odd households., It showed what the 
BNP, with reasonable backing for ‘its 
candidates, can achieve in almost virgin 
territory. 

Our congratulations go out to George 
Bainbridge, the young and enthusiastic 
Sunderland Organiser Kevin Scott and all 
those others involved.. | ; 


LOCAL MAG MAKES BIG IMPACT 


ELSEWHERE in this issue we have had cause 
to mention the Jocal magazine of Bromley 
BNP, Counter Attack. Counter Attack, 
however, is worthy of a mention in its own 
right, for it is one of the very best and most 
effective local magazines produced by the 
party. 

Sold on the doorsteps along with other 
party literature, Counter Attack has made a. 
big impact in the Bromley area of South 
East London and has won the party much 
local publicity. It usually arouses extra 
local interest anywhere when it is known 
that the party is sufficiently well set up in 


BNP Recordings 


RALLY ’82 


Speeches from the BNP national rally in 
London on October 16th 1982, the theme . 
of which was ‘Unite and fight for Britain’s 
future!’ 


Side 1: Speeches by Charles Parker and Ray 
Hill; Side 2: Speech by .John Tyndall. 


VOICES OF NATIONALISM 


Side 1: Recordings of speeches from the 
Nationalist Unity rally in London on 
September Sth 1981. Hear John Tyndall, 
Ray Hill, Kenneth McKilliam, Len Bearsford 
Walker and others. Side 2: Talk by John 
Tyndall on ‘The coming British revolution’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS Í 


Side 1: Talk on ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage’ 
(about the world-wide: dispersal of ‘the 
peoples of British stock); Side 2: Talk on 
‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 


TYNDALL SPEAKS II 


Side 1: Talk on.‘The case for Nationalism’ 
(the internationalist argument demolished); 
Side 2: Talk on ‘Tragedy of the 20th 
Century’ (analysis of the results of the 
Second World War). | 


These 4 sets of recordings are presented in 
cassette form and are available at £3.50 each 
(with 18p postage) from: BNP Recordings, 
Box 115, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 3SB. 
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the area to have its own local publication 
and that the publication deals with speci- 
fically local issues. This has certainly. 
happened in the Bromley area with Counter 
Attack. In due course the magazine came 
to the attention of a local trendy left-wing 
vicar, the Rev. Beek, who waxed hysterical 


against it in the local newspaper. In no 


time letters were passing back and forth in 
the paper's columns condemning and def- 
ending the magazine, with more excellent 
publicity for the BNP. . 

Since Nationalists do not have their own 
mass media, they very juch depend for 
publicity on opponents using the newspapers 
to attack them and then exercising their 
rights of reply. Sometimes those newspapers 
do not allow this right of reply but some- 
times they do -- you will not know till you 
try! 

The experience of Bromley Branch is 
that the appearance of Counter Attack has 
sparked off a big local controversy that has 


resulted in the BNP becoming a very prom- 


inent local topic. The same could happen 
to your branch too! 

Counter Attack is produced by a young 
Bromley Branch member Brian Phillips. He 
is assisted by an editorial team comprising 
Russell Andrews, Andrew Shotton, Gary 
Croiden, Christine Yianni, James Young 
and (of course) Bromley Organiser Alf Waite. 
BNP supporters eJsewhere in the country who 


| Our magazine, though it believes in racial 
i differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 


, Oppose multi-racialism should attack the poli- 
ticians who promote it, not the immigrants, | 
-who are merely its victims. 


THE THUNDERBOLT: A hard-hitting 
monthly paper for American and other 
white race patriots. Sample copy for 
90p from PO Box 1211, Marietta, Ga. 
30061, U.S.A. 
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| social GREAT SUCCESS : 

ane march 
B o Start 
BIG RALLY book service 


2 Big meetings 


SALES IN SOUTH __ 
-GOOD VOTE IN 


NEW BUILDING ~ KENT 


IN LEEDS ` a 
BNP scares reds TWO NEW GROUPS 


BNP:SIGNS OF SUCCESS! 
SEE THE ARTICLE INSIDE © 
PLUS: NEWS VIEWS AND COMMENT 


COUNTER ATTACK MAGAZINE 
Causing quite a stir 


would like to read Counter Attack can ob- 


tain it from: PO Box 457, London SE20 
TOF. 
JOHN SMITH 


Just before going to press we have heard 
that John Smith, of the Hertford & Steven- 
age British National Party, has died in a 
London hospital. Space here does not per- 
mit an adequate obituary to thisremarkable 
activist, which will appear next month. 


SUBS 

British National Party headquarters have 
asked us to remind all readers who are also 
BNP members that their subscriptions fall 
due for renewal at the end of this month. 
There is no change in the rate from prev- 
ious years. 


Great Glasgow rally 


THE ST. ANDREWS DAY RALLY organised by the Glasgow 
Branch of the British National Party turned out to be the most 
successful British Nationalist event in Scotland for at least 30 
years. An audience of just on 100 crammed itself into the 
dance hall near Glasgow centre to hear speeches on the theme 
‘Scotland and Ulster -- British forever!’. Apart from small 
contingents from various parts of England totalling about 20, 
it was an entirely Scottish audience, registering the big upsurge 
in interest in the BNP in Scotland. 

Beginning on the theme stated, the meeting extended to 
cover more general issues of British politics, including race 
and unemployment. Scots are at last starting to react to the 
coloured immigrant danger, which many of them have seen on 
their travels South and which is beginning to make itself felt 
in Glasgow, where Asians have been moving in. and taking over 
more and more small shops in the area and where racial fights 
have become common. A camera crew from BBC Scotland was 
present to film the BNP meeting for the purpose of an intended 
programme on the spread of racial awareness North of the : 
Border. JOHN TYNDALL SPEAKS 

The meeting was chaired by local Organiser Eric Brand, 
who has done a really tremendous job promoting the BNP in 
Glasgow. National Activities Organiser David Bruce spoke and 
was then followed by a local member who has asked for his 
name not to be published but who made an extremely lively 
and stirring speech. The rally ended with a speech from John 
Tyndall, who told the audience that the betrayal of loyalists 
in Ulster was an issue which must not be seen as separate from 
other important political issues in the United Kingdom, for all 
formed part of an organic whole, pointing to a combination of 
flabbiness and treason at Westminster, which affected every 
aspect of British life. These issues should not be fought over in 
solation but as part of a mighty challenge to the powers-that- 
be that are ruining Britain. 

The meeting ended in tremendous enthusiasm and the col- 
lection raised over £130. Later out-of-town members met the 
locals in an enjoyable informal social. 

From this year onwards, St. Andrews Day will mark a 
special event in the BNP calendar on an equal footing to St. 
George’s Day, and a major party event will always be staged 
in Scotland close to that occasion. ERIC BRAND SPEAKS 


Latest from the Front 


A SHORT TIME AGO some people were 
writing to us from the National Front pro- 
claiming triumphantly that the party had 
got rid of notorious homo Martin Webster. 
We advised them not to celebrate too soon. 

The latest is that Webster was successful 
in a high court action against NF Chairman 
Andrew Brons and the rest of his allies on 
the NF Directorate whereby he (Webster) 
sought to get his dismissal ruled as unconst~ 
itutional. The judge, in making this ruling, 
said that Brons had practised deliberate 
deception in failing to inform certain other 
Directorate members of the agenda of a 
meeting at which Webster's dismissal was 
voted upon. 

Webster is now back in the Front, plan- 
ning, we hear, further litigation against the 
party's ruling caucus by which he hopes to 
get the decision of an AGM declared in- 
valid. As for Brons, when given the oppor- 
tunity to get Webster dismissed quite con- 
stitutionally 5 years ago he turned it down! © 
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BOOKS! BOOKS! BOOKS|! 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROB- 
LEM (Prof. W. C. George) £1.00 (22p). 
The race equality hoax destroyed by an 
academic expert. 7Opp. 


THE. CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean 

Raspail) £2.40 (59p); A sensational 
novel about the destruction of the white 
world by Asian immigrant invasion. 
£97331 I pp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? 
(Richard Harwood) 50p _(13p). The 
fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
Holocaust legends and evoked Zionist 
frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH 
CENTURY (Prof. A. R. Butz) £2.40 
(59p). A scientist applies clinical methods 
to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ 
and completely dissects the myth. 2nd 
Ca. 197 fy LOD. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stuart) 
£3.95 (34p). Discusses the failure of our 
debt-based financial system and describes 
its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A. K 
Chesterton) Hardback £3.00 (52p). 


Paperback (limited supply) £1.50.(46p). ` 


An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global 
police state. 1972, 255pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDU- 
CATION. 30p (13p).: A reply to the 
notorious NUT racemixing booklet, 
packed with facts and cogent argument. 
1979, 20pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H. B. Isher- 


wood) 30p (13p)., Shows that a sense 
of racial identity is an essential element 
of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CON- 
TROVERSY (H. B. Isherwood) 30p 
(13p).. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity and that 
the reverse is true. 1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Stuart 
Gibb) £7.95 (66p). A witty and factual 
examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening 
our future. 1980, 246pp. 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 

P.O. BOX 115 
HOVE 

E. SUSSEX BN3 3SB 


- Here is the latest list of our books. The 


figures in brackets represent packing and 
postage charges. All orders with cash 
please. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) 
£1.50 (18p). A ‘behind the scenes’ look 
at modern world history. 1977, 45pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) 
£1.00 (18p). An examination of some 
of the facts of recent history that have 
not found their way into textbooks and 
newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


THE ZIONIST CONNECTION II (Alfred 
M. Lilienthal) £13.00 (£1.72p). The 
second edition of a sensational exposure 
of Zionist power politics. 1982, 904pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. 
Kitty Little) 50p (13p). Text of a 
memorandum to the Royal Commission 
on Criminal Procedure entitled Jn/fil- 
tration of the Government by members 
of subversive or criminal organizations 
for the purpose of furthering the interests 
of those organizations. 1979, 24pp. 


A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED 
(Dr. Kitty Little) 50p (1 3p)., Updates 
the above giving details of the destructive 
effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 
1984, 16pp. 


FDR — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE 
COIN (Hamilton Fish) £5.00 (52p).'An 
exposure of Roosevelt’s war guilt and 
trickery by a former associate. 1976, 
259 DD; 


RACE AND REASON (Carleton Put- 
nam) £4.00 (40p).A plain, unemotional’ 
account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate 
ever since it was first published. 1961 
(rep. 1977), 125pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Pon- 
cins) £3.50 (59p). A study of some little 
known state documents that throw much 
light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED 
(W. Grimstad) £2.50 (66p). Examines 


BNP Book Service 
P.O.Box 446 
London SE23 2LS 


not only the ‘Holocaust’ but other topics 
involved in the Jewish question including 
the exploitation of the ‘anti-Semite’ 
smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND ‘OTHER WAR 
CRIMES TRIALS: A NEW LOOK 
(Richard Harwood) 75p (34p). A 
scholarly exposure of this cynical 
travesty of justice. 1978, 68pp. 


RACIAL KINSHIP (H. B. Isherwood) 
30p (13p).’ Shows that a sense of racial 
identity is an essential element of nation- 
hood. 1974, 36pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION 
(Douglas Reed) £9.00 (£1.33p). A best- 
seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since Biblical times, packed 
with little-known and long ROPER 
facts. 1979, 580pp. 


THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A. H.M. 
Ramsay) £2.50 (34p). An outline of the 
secret history of the events leading up 
to the second world war, including infor- 
mation on previous upheavals. The 
author had the honour of being im- 
prisoned without trial for four years 
during the war despite his status as a 
member of Parliament. Originally pub- 
lished 1952, 128pp. 


THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS 
(Robert Eringer) £2.50 (34p). While the 
author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a 
comprehensive exposure of the.organis- 
ation and influence of the Bilderberg 
Group and the Trilateral Commission. 
1980, 95pp. 
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